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Abstract

We investigate the parameter recovery of Markov-switching ordinary differential processes

from discrete observations, where the differential equations are nonlinear additive models. This

framework has been widely applied in biological systems, control systems, and other domains;

however, limited research has been conducted on reconstructing the generating processes from

observations. In contrast, many physical systems, such as human brains, cannot be directly

experimented upon and rely on observations to infer the underlying systems. To address this

gap, this manuscript presents a comprehensive study of the model, encompassing algorithm

design, optimization guarantees, and quantification of statistical errors. Specifically, we develop

a two-stage algorithm that first recovers the continuous sample path from discrete samples and

then estimates the parameters of the processes. We provide novel theoretical insights into the

statistical error and linear convergence guarantee when the processes are β-mixing. Our analysis

is based on the truncation of the latent posterior processes and demonstrates that the truncated

processes approximate the true processes under mixing conditions. We apply this model to

investigate the differences in resting-state brain networks between the ADHD group and normal

controls, revealing differences in the transition rate matrices of the two groups.

Keywords: high-dimensional time series; ordinary differential equations; regime switch-

ings; latent models; expectation-maximization algorithm

1 Introduction

Ordinary differential equations have been widely used to explore the dynamics of complex physical

systems, including chemical reactions (Boninsegna et al., 2018), disease progression (Wu, 2005),

and neuroscience (Friston et al., 2003). Several data-driven approaches have been proposed in

recent years to estimate differential equations (Dattner and Klaassen, 2015; Chen et al., 2017;

Pfister et al., 2019). The setting typically consists of the observation of a p-dimensional continuous

function Xptq “ pX1ptq, . . . , XpptqqJ and an initial value Xp0q “ x0. The task is to recover

the underlying differential equations 9Xptq “ pf1ptq, . . . , fpptqqJ. From a practical standpoint, the
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continuous function Xptq is rarely observed, and a discretely sampled and noisy version of Xptq is

observed instead:

Yn “ Xptnq ` εn n “ 1, . . . , N,

where εn for n “ 1, . . . , N are independent additive noises. In the context of the data-driven

approach, one often parameterizes the function Xptq with parameter Θ‹, namely Xpt; Θ‹q, and

aims to recover the parameter set Θ‹. The major interest yet often goes beyond the recovery of

the parameter set but uses the parameters as proxies to understand the complex interactions of

“nodes”, namely X1, . . . , Xp, in dynamical systems. If the differential equation fjptq is a function

of Xi, then the dynamics of Xj is said to be controlled by Xi. In the graphical representation, we

say that there is an directed edge from i to j. Discovering such relations help us better understand

the brain network mechanism (Friston et al., 2003) and the gene expression (Chen et al., 1999).

However, prior methods (Dattner and Klaassen, 2015; Chen et al., 2017; Pfister et al., 2019) only

focus inferring a single graph from the dynamic systems, while in practice, the relationship between

nodes often changes over time. For example, there is growing evidence that the brain networks are

time-varying (Lurie et al., 2020), necessitating a need to develop more expressive ODE models to

capture the complex biological systems.

Our proposal to model the time-varying ODEs is motivated by the neuronal dynamics at the

resting-state. Several scientific findings suggest that the dynamics of brain networks follow repeti-

tive patterns, which can be best described as regime switchings (Vidaurre et al., 2017; Park et al.,

2021). That is, for each regime, ℓ, there are associated ODEs f ℓi ptq for i “ 1, . . . , p that encode the

underlying graph. Oftentimes, the exogenous mechanism that causes the regime switching is unob-

served and is naturally formulated as a hidden Markov model. Consequently, we propose a hidden

Markov model framework where the emission processes are modeled as ordinary differential pro-

cesses. Our model differs from prior work in neuroscience applications in the sense that we aim to

estimate the directed edges, i.e., the effective connectivity (Friston et al., 2003), compared to most

prior work that focuses on measuring the undirected edges, i.e., the functional connectivity (Vidau-

rre et al., 2017; Tsai et al., 2022, 2024). Such modeling provides deeper understanding about the

generation processes of brain signals. Conversely, our modeling perspective resembles Park et al.

(2021) which took the Bayesian approach (Friston et al., 2015) and studied the low-dimensional

setting. We further allow the differential equations to be non-linear.

We study the high-dimensional setting, where the number of differential equations p might

exceed the number of observed time points N . Under this scenario, imposing a sparsity related

penalty function has shown improved estimation performance empirically and theoretically. Such

practice has been employed in several methodologies such as recovering the structures of graphical

models (Friedman et al., 2008), principal component analysis (Zou et al., 2006), and linear mod-

els (Yuan and Lin, 2006). However, imposing sparsity structures on the ODEs is more challenging

as the form of f ℓi ptq is unknown. To address this issue, Henderson and Michailidis (2014); Chen

et al. (2017) approximated f ℓi ptq with an additive model, which consequently reduces the compu-

tational cost and allows us to directly impose sparse structures. The backbone of our model builds

upon Chen et al. (2017) and we integrate it to a Markov-switching framework.
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1.1 Related work and our contributions

A close sibling to our model is the Markov-switching vector autoregressive model, which has been

a popular model in many domains (Krolzig, 2013). In this model, the dynamics of the time-series

takes the vector autoregressive form with the underlying autoregressive parameter controlled by a

latent finite-state Markov chain. The expectation-maximization algorithm has been widely applied

to estimate the log-likelihood in the presence of unobserved latent variables (Dempster et al., 1977;

Hamilton, 1989). Similar to the optimization procedure of the Markov-switching autoregressive

model, we use the Expectation Maximization (EM) algorithm to estimate the parameters, which

is often known as the Baum–Welch algorithm (Baum et al., 1970). Monbet and Ailliot (2017);

Chavez-Martinez et al. (2023) extended the standard Markov-switching autoregressive model to

the high-dimensional setting by incorporating sparse structures on the parameters. Recently, Li

et al. (2022) pushed the field forward by investigating the theoretical properties of the convergence

guarantee and the statistical error.

Outside the field of statistics and data science, Markov-switching differential processes, some-

times known as Markov-modulated dynamical systems, have been well-explored in the field of

control theory (Khasminskii, 2011). Existing studies (Yin and Zhu, 2010) focus on analyzing the

ergodicity and the stability of the system under switchings. Understanding such properties assists

in designing control systems that are stable. In contrast, our work focuses on learning the dynami-

cal system from data, i.e., recovering the switching brain networks from fMRI signals. Earlier work

from Hahn and Sass (2009) studied parameter recovery from data from the Bayesian perspective.

However, to the best of our knowledge, there remains sparse work on the theoretical aspects of this

model, in both the low-dimensional and high-dimensional settings.

Our contributions include (i) designing an algorithm with provable convergence guarantees, (ii)

analyzing the statistical error under finite sample size, and (iii) investigating the conditions when

graph recovery is feasible. Establishing the above theoretical guarantees face several challenges as

the observed samples are dependent and hence standard concentration inequalities for i.i.d. data

can not be applied here. In contrast, there exists rich literature for establishing concentration

inequalities for stochastic processes, with prime focus on mixing processes (Vidyasagar, 2013). Yu

(1994); Karandikar and Vidyasagar (2002) blocked the sequences into chunks and uses the mixing

property to simplifies the situation to i.i.d. setting. Merlevède et al. (2011) developed a Bernstein

type bound for mixing processes. Fortunately, as discussed later, there exists a rich class of Markov-

switching ODEs that are mixing. We exploit this property and establish statistical guarantees by

adopting and extending the results from Merlevède et al. (2011).

It is known that an EM algorithm typically converges to local optima or saddle points (McLach-

lan and Krishnan, 2007). Wang et al. (2014); Yi and Caramanis (2015); Balakrishnan et al. (2017)

have carefully investigated further when such undesirable behaviors would and would not occur.

In particular, Balakrishnan et al. (2017) showed that the EM algorithm exhibits a linear rate of

convergence to a neighborhood of the global optimum under a suitable choice of initial estimator

and local regularity conditions. However, all this work focuses on the analysis of i.i.d. data, which

is not applicable in our case. More recently, Yang et al. (2017) studied the convergence of the hid-

den Markov model with isotropic Gaussian emission, where the sequence of the observed samples

become dependent because of the hidden Markov chain; Li et al. (2022) studied the convergence

property of the Markov-switching autoregressive model. To derive theories under the dependent

3



samples setting, both Yang et al. (2017) and Li et al. (2022) employed a truncated EM mecha-

nism to approximate the original EM algorithm. We adopt this idea in our analysis. However,

establishing the theoretical guarantees is still non-trivial, as we need several additional steps and

sophisticated techniques to show that the truncated EM well approximates the original EM under

the proposed log-likelihood function.

The rest of paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the setting of the Markov-

switching ODEs, the conditions of the underlying data generation process, and finally the problem

of interest. In Section 3, we propose a two-step collocation framework to carry out the estimation.

The first step is to recover the underlying continuous trajectory from the discrete observations

followed by a Expectation-Maximization (EM) algorithm to estimate the parameters. In Section 4,

we derive the convergence guarantee of the proposed algorithm and study the conditions when

parameter recovery is feasible. In section 5, we demonstrate that the performance of the proposed

model through simulated tasks. In Section 6, we validate the proposed model on real data. We

conclude the manuscript by discussing some open problems as future directions in Section 7.

2 Background and problem setup

We begin with introducing common notation in Section 2.1. In Section 2.2, we discuss the details of

the generation processes of the underlying stochastic processes and introduce the problem. Finally,

in Section 2.2, we discuss approximating the differential equations under a slow switching rate.

2.1 Notation

Define L2pr0, 1sq be the space of L2-integrable functions on r0, 1s. For any function f, g P L2pr0, 1sq,

define xf, gy “
ş1
0 fptqgptqdt and |||f ||| “ pxf, fyq1{2. Let x P Rp be a vector, }x}2 “ p

řp
i“1 x

2
i q

1{2,

}x}1 “
řp
i“1 |xi|, and }x}8 “ maxi“1,...,p |xi|. Let A P Rdˆd be a positive semi-definite matrix,

define }x}A “ pxJAxq1{2. Let xi P Rm and x “ pxJ
1 , . . . , x

J
p qJ P Rpm be a stacked vector and

A “ tAi P Rmˆm : i “ 1, . . . , pu with Ai being a positive semi-definite matrix. We denote

}x}8,A “ maxi }xi}A, }x}1,A “
ř

i }xi}A. Denote σminpAq as the minimum nonzero singular value

of A, and σmaxpAq as the maximum singular value of A. Given x, y, we denote x À y if there exists

a constant c ą 0 such that x ď cy.

2.2 Setup

To begin, we consider two unobserved continuous-time stochastic processes Xptq, Zptq for t P r0, 1s

and one observed discrete stochastic process Yn for n “ 0, . . . , N , sampled uniformly across r0, 1s.

We define the sampling period as h “ 1{N and tn “ n{N . Suppose that Xptq P Rp is the differential
process and pZptqqtPr0,1s, Zptq P t1, . . . , ku is a finite-state continuous-time Markov chain. In the

neuroscience application, tYnun“t0,...,Nu is the observed time-course of fMRI. pXptqqtPr0,1s represents

the neuron dynamics (Friston et al., 2003) filtered by the haemodynamic response (Rajapakse et al.,

1998) and the underlying dynamics are governed by the brain states pZptqqtPr0,1s (Vidaurre et al.,

2017, 2018). Hence, both pXptqqtPr0,1s, the neuronal activity, and pZptqqtPr0,1s, the brain state, are

unobserved.
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Assume that pZptqqtPr0,1s is time-homogeneous, irreducible and positive recurrent, which admits

a unique stationary distribution. Define the transition rate matrix as Q‹ P Rkˆk.

Now let us describe the observed processes. Let tYnun“t0,...,Nu, Yn “ pYn,1, . . . , Yn,pq
J P Rp

be the discrete-time noisy observations of the ODE process Xptq, sampled uniformly at 0 “

t0, . . . , tN “ 1. We study the following Markov-switching additive ODE model:

Yn “ Xptnq ` εnσ
‹ (2.1)

9Xptq “

»

—

—

–

dX1ptq
dt
...

dXpptq
dt

fi

ffi

ffi

fl

“

»

—

—

–

ř

j f
Zptq
1j pXjptqq

...
ř

j f
Zptq
pj pXjptqq

fi

ffi

ffi

fl

(2.2)

where f ℓij : R Ñ R for i, j “ 1, . . . , p, ℓ “ 1, . . . , k and εn „ N p0, Iq is an i.i.d. noise variable

for n “ 0, . . . , N . Here we assume the differential equation is a nonlinear additive model. The

additive model is inspired by Henderson and Michailidis (2014); Chen et al. (2017), which have

demonstrated that the nonlinear additive model is a good approximation of the nonparametric

differential process 9Xiptq “ fipXptqq for i “ 1, . . . , p while retaining computational tractability.

Our framework is closely related to Chen et al. (2017), which does not consider the switching

structure.

It appears that the function f ℓijp¨q defined in (2.2) takes an unknown form. We adopt a

similar idea from Henderson and Michailidis (2014); Chen et al. (2017) to approximate the un-

known function f ℓijp¨q with a truncated basis expansion. Consider a finite-dimensional basis gp¨q “

pg1p¨q, . . . , gmp¨qqJ P Rm where gi and gj are orthonormal for i ‰ j and

f ℓijpXjptqq “ θℓ‹ij gpXjptqq ` δℓijpXjptqq i, j “ 1, . . . , p, ℓ “ 1, . . . , k, (2.3)

where θℓ‹ij P R1ˆm is a row vector and δℓijpXjptqq is the residual function.

Approximate Additive ODEs under Slow Switching We have laid out the form of the

differential process with parameters θℓ‹ij and the basis functions gp¨q. In this section, we describe

the parametric form of the observed process tYnunPNYt0u and its approximation. With simple

calculation, we can write the i-th node of the observed Yn “ pYn,1, . . . , Yn,pq
J as

Yn,i “ Xipt0q `

p
ÿ

j“1

ż tn

0
θ
Zpuq‹

ij gpXjptqqdu`

p
ÿ

j“1

ż ti

0
δ
Zpuq

ij pXjpuqqdu` σ‹εn,i

“ Xiptn´1q `

p
ÿ

j“1

ż ti

ti´1

θ
Zpuq‹

ij gpXjptqqdu`

p
ÿ

j“1

ż ti

ti´1

δ
Zpuq

ij pXjpuqqdu` σ‹εn,i.

We consider the case that the switching rate is slower than the sampling rate. That is, within

two samples, the magnitude of the difference
›

›

›
θ
Zptnq‹

ij

ştn
tn´1

gpXjptqqdu´
şti
ti´1

θ
Zpuq‹

ij gpXjptqqdu
›

›

›

2
is

small for i, j “ 1, . . . , p and ℓ “ 1, . . . , k. In this case, we can write the generation process of Yi,n as

Yn,i “ Xiptn´1q `

p
ÿ

j“1

θ
Zptnq‹

ij

#

ż tn

tn´1

gpXjpuqqdu

+

` ρn,i ` rn,i ` σ‹εn,i, (2.4)

5



where

ρn,i “

p
ÿ

j“1

ż ti

ti´1

θ
Zpuq‹

ij gpXjptqqdu´

p
ÿ

j“1

θ
Zptnq‹

ij

#

ż tn

tn´1

gpXjpuqqdu

+

;

rn,i “

p
ÿ

j“1

ż ti

ti´1

δ
Zpuq

ij pXjpuqqdu.

In the neuroscience application, the pattern of f ℓ‹ij encodes the “effective connectivity” of brain

networks (Friston et al., 2003). If f ℓ‹ij is not a zero function, then node j influences the dynamics

of node i under brain state ℓ. Hence, we say that there is a directional effect from j to i, denoted

as j Ñ i. In order to assess the effective connectivity of brain networks from the observed fMRI

signals, we formulate this as a graph recovery problem. At state ℓ, we define the edge set as

Ẽℓ “

!

pj, iq : f ℓij ‰ 0
)

.

Our primary goal is to recover edge set Ẽℓ for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k from tYnun“0,...,N . As recovering f ℓij is

computationally intractable, an alternative is to estimate

Eℓ “

!

pj, iq : }θℓ‹ij }2 ą 0
)

.

According to (2.3), if we choose a good enough number of basis functions, f ℓijp¨q is well-approximated

by θℓ‹ij gp¨q. Hence, we can expect that the difference between Eℓ and Ẽℓ, namely pEℓ Y Ẽℓq ´

pEℓ X Ẽℓq, is an empty set or with small cardinality. To be more rigorous, we make the following

assumptions.

Assumption 1. There exists a set of basis functions tgip¨q : i “ 1, . . . ,mu such that Ẽℓ “ Eℓ for

ℓ “ 1, . . . , k.

Our goal is to recover the transition rate matrix Q‹ P ΩQ, where ΩQ is the set of transition rate

matrices whose Markov chain is irreducible and positive recurrent, and the parameter set tθℓ‹ij :

ℓ “ 1, . . . k, i, j “ 1, . . . , pu under the high-dimensional setting that p (dimension) is much greater

than N (time points). Define the set of parameters Θ “ pQ, tθℓij : ℓ “ 1, . . . k, i, j “ 1, . . . , pu, σ2q

and the true parameter set Θ‹ “ pQ‹, tθℓ‹ij : ℓ “ 1, . . . k, i, j “ 1, . . . , pu, σ‹2q. We define the search

space Ω “ ΩQ ˆ tθℓ‹ij P Rm : ℓ “ 1, . . . k, i, j “ 1, . . . , pu ˆ R`.

2.3 Mixing and Stationary Process

Consider the joint discrete sampled process pZptnq, Xptnq, Ynq, we make the assumption that the

joint process exhibit the stationary and geometric β-mixing property, a key component for analyzing

the statistical properties later on.

Assumption 2. The joint process pZptnq, Xptnq, Ynq is strictly stationary; that is, for every n P N

ppZptnq, Xptnq, Ynq, . . . , pZptn`n1q, Xptn`n1q, Yn`n1qq
d.
“

ppZptn`τ q, Xptn`τ q, Yn`τ q, . . . , pZptn`n1`τ q, Xptn`n1`τ q, Yn`n1`τ qq ,

where
d.
“ denotes equality in distribution.
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From a high-level perspective, the mixing conditions describe the dependency of a stochastic

process: given a stochastic process tWnunPN, if we take any two random variables Wn, Wn1 from

the process, they will become asymptotically independent as the time difference |n ´ n1| goes to

infinity. These properties are well-established in the stochastic processes literature (Bradley, 2005;

Meyn and Tweedie, 2012) and are standards to apply the concentration inequalities extending from

i.i.d. settings (Merlevède et al., 2011; Wong et al., 2020). We define the β-mixing property below.

Definition 1 (β-mixing). Given ℓ P N Y t0u, the β-mixing coefficient is defined as,

βpℓq “ sup
n
βpFn

´8,F8
n`ℓq “ sup

n
}Pn,ℓ ´ Pn´8 b P8

n`ℓ}TV,

where Fn
´8 “ σptXu : ´8 ď u ď nq, F8

n`ℓ “ σptXu : n ` ℓ ď u ď 8uq. The distribution Pn,ℓ
is associated with the σ-field pFn

´8 _ F8
n`ℓq, P

n
´8 is associated with the σ-field Fn

´8, and P8
n`ℓ is

associated with the σ-field F8
n`ℓ. A stochastic process is said to be absolutely regular, or β-mixing,

if βpℓq Ñ 0 as ℓ Ñ 8.

We say that a β-mixing process is geometrically β-mixing if the coefficient decays at a expo-

nential rate:

Definition 2 (Geometric β-mixing). There exists a γ P p0, 1q and a constant c ą 0 such that

βpℓq ď 2 expp´cℓq.

Hence, we make the following assumption.

Assumption 3. The process pZptnq, Xptnq, Ynq for n “ 1, . . . , N is geometrically β-mixing; that

is, there exist constants c ą 0 such that βpℓq ď 2 expp´cℓq, ℓ P N

Perhaps one may wonder if there exists a joint process of (2.2) that satisfies Assumption 2–3.

We provide sufficient conditions that the joint process are mixing and describe a few examples

below.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that the following properties holds:

1. gp¨q is locally Lipschitz;

2. There exists a constant K0 ą 0, such that for each state ℓ “ 1, . . . , k,
›

›

řp
i“1 θ

ℓ
igpxiq

›

›

2
ď

K0p1 ` }x}2q;

3. For all x P Rp and ℓ “ 1, . . . , k,

xJ

#

p
ÿ

i“1

θℓ‹i gpxiq

+

ď βℓ}x}22 ` α,

for some constants βℓ, α.

Define A “ ´2diagpβ1, . . . , βkq´Q‹. Suppose that A is an nonsingular M-matrix. Then, under addi-

tional regularity conditions, Assumption 15–17 stated in Appendix, the joint process pZptnq, Xptnq, Ynq

is β-mixing.
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The first two conditions in Proposition 2.1 guarantees that the solution is unique and are

standard conditions in Markov-switching differential processes (Yin and Zhu, 2010). The third

condition and the condition that A is an nonsingular M-matrix are sufficient conditions for the

process to be asymptotically stable (Yuan and Mao, 2003). Together with additional sufficient

conditions for the process to be irreducible, Assumption 15–16, we can conclude that the process

is β-mixing. Our analysis follows the theories in Meyn and Tweedie (1993), as we construct a

Lyapunov function and verify the Foster-Lyapunov criteria. We leave the details of the analysis in

Appendix.

In the following, we show that if the diffusion equations are linear and under mild conditions,

the joint processes are mixing.

Proposition 2.2 (Linear Model). Consider Xptq P X such that X is a compact set. Let the

transition rate matrix of Zptq be Q‹ with unique stationary distribution π “ pπ1, . . . , πkq. Consider

the linear model
9Xptq “ AZptqXptqdt,

where Aℓ P Rpˆp for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k. Let G be a positive definite matrix and define µi “ 2´1λmaxpGAℓG
´1`

G´1AJ
ℓ Gq. Suppose that there exists a positive definite matrix G such that

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

πℓµℓ ă 0. (2.5)

Then, under additional regularity conditions, Assumption 15–16, 18, the joint process pZptnq, Xptnq, Ynq

is β-mixing.

The condition (2.5) is a sufficient condition for the system to be asymptotically stable.

3 Methodology

In this section, we introduce the algorithm to estimate the parameters Θ‹ from observed stochastic

process tYnun“0,...,N . We adopt the two-step collocation framework that has been widely used in

estimating ODEs (Ramsay et al., 2007; Henderson and Michailidis, 2014; Wu et al., 2014; Dattner

and Klaassen, 2015; Chen et al., 2017). We briefly outline the procedure: In the first step, we

estimate the continuous trajectory Xptq from the noisy discrete observations tYnun“0,...,N using a

shrinkage wavelet-smoothing estimator (Donoho and Johnstone, 1994; Brown and Cai, 1998). Since

Zptq is unobserved, it is natural to adopt the Expectation-Maximization (EM) method. Hence, in

the following step, we estimate the parameter set Θ‹ using the EM with estimated trajectory from

the first step, X̂ptq, and tYnun“0,...,N .

3.1 Step 1: Wavelet-smoothing

Given tYnun“0,...,N , our first step is to estimate Xptq from the discrete observations. For each

dimension i “ 1, . . . , p, we estimate the univariate function Xiptq from tYn,iun“0,...,N using the

wavelet shrinkage estimator, a wavelet regression estimator with shrinkage (Donoho and Johnstone,

1994; Donoho et al., 1995). The wavelet regression is used as alternative to the local regression
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method (Tsybakov, 2008) employed in (Chen et al., 2017), who studied additive ODEs without

hidden switching structures. This is because the “switchings” cause the trajectory to be non-

smooth; the trajectory at the switching point is non-differentiable, creating “piecewise” smooth

structures instead. Hence, we adopt the wavelet method that is locally adaptive.

Let ϕ to be the father wavelet and ψ to be the mother wavelet function. Define ϕjℓptq “

2j{2ϕp2jt ´ ℓq for ℓ “ 1, . . . , 2j0 and ψjℓptq “ 2j{2ψp2jt ´ ℓq for ℓ “ 1, . . . , 2j . The collection

tϕj0ℓ; ℓ “ 1, . . . , 2j0 ;ψjℓ, j ě j0, ℓ “ 1, . . . , 2ju is a set of orthonormal basis function on L2pr0, 1sq.

We write the projection of Xiptq to the basis functions as

ξi,j0ℓ “ xXi, ϕj0ℓy “

ż 1

0
Xiptqϕj0ℓptqdt ℓ “ 1, . . . 2j0 ;

ηi,jℓ “ xXi, ψjℓy “

ż 1

0
Xiptqψjℓptqdt ℓ “ 1, . . . , 2j , j ě j0.

So we can write the wavelet series expansion of the function Xi as

Xiptq “

2j0
ÿ

ℓ“1

ξi,j0ℓϕj0ℓptq `

8
ÿ

j“j0

2j
ÿ

ℓ“1

ηi,jℓψjℓptq.

Let J be an integer such that N “ 2J and define X̃iptq “ N´1{2
řN
n“1 Yn,iϕJnptq. The estimation

procedure of the coefficients ξi,j0ℓ, ηi,jℓ follows from Brown and Cai (1998). Let

ξ̂j0ℓ “ xX̃i, ϕj0ℓy ℓ “ 1, . . . , 2j0 ;

η̃jℓ “ xX̃i, ψjℓy ℓ “ 1, . . . , 2j , j “ j0, . . . , J ´ 1.

We can estimate the coefficient, denoted as ξ̃j0ℓ and ξ̃j0ℓ, by computing wavelet transforms on

Yi,n for n “ 1, . . . , N . Given λjℓ “ 3σ‹p2N´1 logpN{δqq1{2 for some δ P p0, 1q, where σ‹ is the

variance of the noise, we threshold the coefficient

η̂i,jℓ “ sgnpη̃i,jℓqp|η̃i,jℓ| ´ λjℓq`. (3.1)

Hence, the reconstructed X̂iptq is

X̂iptq “

2j0
ÿ

ℓ“1

ξ̂i,j0ℓϕj0ℓptq `

J´1
ÿ

j“j0

2j
ÿ

ℓ“1

η̂i,jℓψjℓptq.

Repeat the procedure for i “ 1, . . . , p, then we complete the first step.

3.2 Step 2: Graph estimation via EM method

We describe the EM algorithm for the continuous-time hidden Markov model with discrete obser-

vations. Given the observations tYnun“0,...,N , the log-likelihood is

L0,N pΘ̃q “ log

ż

ppY N
0 , ZN0 ; Θ̃qdZN0 ,

9



where we define the shorthand ZN0 “ tZn :“ Zptnq;n “ 0, . . . , Nu and Y N
0 “ tYn;n “ 0, . . . , Nu.

By Jensen’s inequality, we can find the lower bound of L0,N as

L0,N pΘ̃q ě

ż

log ppY N
0 , ZN0 ; Θ̃qdppZN0 | Y N

0 ; Θq
looooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooon

L1,N pΘ|Θ̃q

`

ż

´ log ppZN0 | Y N
0 ; ΘqdppZN0 | Y N

0 ; Θq
looooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooon

HN pΘq

.

Given that HnpΘq does not depend on Θ̃, we want to maximize the L1,N pΘ | Θ̃q to tighten the

lower bound. Hence, the EM algorithm maximizes the lower bound L1,N pΘ | Θ̃q at each M-step

and compute the log-likelihood function at each E-step. In the following, we express the form of

L1,N pΘ | Θ̃q. Note that we can write

log ppY N
0 , ZN0 ; Θ̃q “ log ppY N

0 | ZN0 ; Θ̃q ` log ppZN0 ; Θ̃q

“

N
ÿ

n“1

log ppYn | Yn´1, Zn; Θ̃q ` log ppY0 | Z0; Θ̃q ` log ppZN0 ; Θ̃q. (3.2)

Since the second term (3.2) does not depend on Θ̃ and Z0 :“ Zpt0q, its value would affect opti-

mization of Θ̃. We will drop this term. First, we describe the expression of the log-likelihood of the

continuous-time Markov chain (Liu et al., 2015), the third term of (3.2). Define mℓℓ1pY N
0 ; Θq :“

Ermℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θs be the expected number of transitions of Zptq from state ℓ to state ℓ1 conditioned

on Y N
0 and the parameter set Θ. Similarly, define τℓpY

N
0 ; Θq :“ Erτℓ | Y N

0 ; Θs be the expected total

time that Zptq spent at state ℓ conditioned on Y N
0 and Θ. By the time-homogeneous property of

the Markov chain Zptq, one can express

ż

log ppZN0 ; Θ̃qdppZN0 | Y N
0 ; Θq “

k
ÿ

ℓ,ℓ1“1

mℓℓ1pY N
0 ; Θq log q̃ℓℓ1 ´ q̃ℓτℓpY

N
0 ; Θq, (3.3)

where q̃ℓ “
ř

ℓ‰ℓ1 q̃ℓℓ1 .

Next, we describe the conditional log-likelihood of Yn conditioned on Zptnq and Yn´1. With

X̂i estimated in the last step, we can compute Ψ̂iptnq :“
ştn
tn´1

gpX̂ipuqqdu as an estimate of the

unobserved quantity Ψiptnq :“
ştn
tn´1

gpXipuqqdu. Hence, this leads to approximate (2.4) as

Yn,i « Yn´1,i ` σ‹pεn,i ´ εn´1,iq `
ÿ

j

θ
Zptnq‹

ij Ψ̂jptnq,

where σ‹pεn,i´εn´1,iq follows the distributionN p0, 2pσ‹q2q. Hence, the residual followsN p0, 2pσ‹q2q.

By the Markov Property, we can approximate the log-likelihood
ş

log ppY N
0 | ZN0 , Θ̃qdppZN0 | Y N

0 ,Θq

as

´

N
ÿ

n“1

p

2
plog 2σ̃2 ` log 2πq ´

1

4σ̃2

N,k,p
ÿ

n,ℓ,i“1

ppZptnq “ ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θq

˜

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´

p
ÿ

j“1

θ̃ℓijΨ̂jptnq

¸2

.

(3.4)

Hence L1,N pΘ̃ | Θq is approximated by the sum of (3.3)–(3.4). In practice, we add a sparsity

regularization term on θ̃ℓij for i, j “ 1, . . . , p and ℓ “ 1, . . . , k. This is because if the true function
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f ℓij is a zero-function, then θ̃ℓ‹ij is a zero vector. Taking everything together, we can define the

empirical log-likelihood as

LN pΘ̃ | Θq “

k
ÿ

ℓ,ℓ1“1

mℓℓ1pY N
0 ; Θq log q̃ℓℓ1 ´ q̃ℓτℓpY

N
0 ; Θq ´

N
ÿ

n“1

p

2
plog 2σ̃2 ` log 2πq

´
1

4σ̃2

N,k,p
ÿ

n,ℓ,i“1

ppZptnq “ ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θq

˜

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´

p
ÿ

j“1

θ̃ℓijΨ̂jptnq

¸2

´ λ
k
ÿ

ℓ“1

p
ÿ

i,j“1

#

N
ÿ

n“1

pθ̃ℓijΨ̂jptnqq2

+1{2

, (3.5)

where λ ą 0. At each M -step, we compute

MnpΘq “ argmax
Θ̃

LN pΘ̃ | Θq.

Our analysis requires finding the optimal solution within the constraint set Ω “ ΩQ ˆ tθℓ‹ij P Rm :

ℓ “ 1, . . . k, i, j “ 1, . . . , pu ˆ R`, where ΩQ is the set of all transition rate matrices whose Markov

chain is positive recurrent and irreducible. When implementing the algorithm, we do not restrict

the estimates to be in this constraint set to simplify the estimation procedure.

By simple algebraic computation, the optimal solution of each M -step update with respect to

Θ is

Mn,qℓℓ1 pΘq “
mℓℓ1pY N

0 ; Θq

τℓpY
N
0 ; Θq

ℓ ‰ ℓ1, Mn,qℓℓpΘq “ ´
ÿ

ℓ‰ℓ1

Mn,qℓℓ1 pΘq;

Mn,θℓij
pΘq “

$

&

%

N
ÿ

n“1

ppZptnq “ ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θq

¨

˝Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j‰j1

θℓij1Ψ̂j1ptnq

˛

‚Ψ̂J
j ptnq

,

.

-

ˆ

#

N
ÿ

n“1

`

λ` ppZptnq “ ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θq

˘

Ψ̂jptnqΨ̂jptnqJ

+´1

;

Mn,σ2pΘq “
1

2pN

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

p
ÿ

i“1

ppZptnq “ ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θq

˜

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´

p
ÿ

j“1

θijΨ̂jptnq

¸2

.

After obtaining MnpΘq, in the E-step, we compute the log-likelihood function MnpΘq ÞÑ LN p¨ |

MnpΘqq. Specifically, ppZptnq “ ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θq and ppZptn´1q “ ℓ, Zptnq “ ℓ1 | Y N

0 ; Θq, namely the

smoothed probability, can be computed using the forward-backward algorithm commonly used for

estimating hidden Markov models (Baum et al., 1970).

It remains to compute the two quantities, mℓℓ1pY N
0 ; Θq and τℓpY

N
0 ; Θq in (3.5). These steps are

standards in estimating continuous-time Markov chain (Bladt and Sørensen, 2005; Hobolth and

Jensen, 2005; Liu et al., 2015). The following decomposition is followed by the fact that mℓℓ1 is
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conditionally independent to Y N
0 given ZN0 :

mℓℓ1pY N
0 ; Θq :“ Ermℓℓ1p1q | Y N

0 ; Θs

“

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

i,j“1

ppZptn´1q “ i, Zptnq “ j | Y N
0 ; ΘqErmℓℓ1ptn ´ tn´1q | Zptn´1q “ i, Zptnq “ j; Θs

“

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

i,j“1

ppZptn´1q “ i, Zptnq “ j | Y N
0 ; ΘqErmℓℓ1phq | Zp0q “ i, Zphq “ j; Θs, (3.6)

where the last equality follows from time-homogeneity of the Markov chain. The quantity Ermℓℓ1phq |

Zp0q “ i, Zphq “ j; Θs means the expected number of transition from state ℓ to state ℓ1 during

the time interval h given that the Markov chain starts at state i and ends at state j at time h.

Furthermore, from Hobolth and Jensen (2005), we can decompose:

Ermℓℓ1phq | Zp0q “ i, Zphq “ j; Θs “
qℓℓ1

Pijphq

ż h

0
PiℓpuqPℓ1jph´ uqdu, (3.7)

where Pijptq “ rexppQtqsij . As Liu et al. (2015) have discussed, there are several ways to compute

the analytical solution of the integral on the right hand side of (3.7). In the manuscript, we adopt

the integration method developed in Van Loan (1978).

Similarly, we can express

τℓpY
N
0 ; Θq :“ Erτℓ | Y N

0 ; Θs

“

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

i,j“1

ppZptn´1q “ i, Zptnq “ j | Y N
0 ; ΘqErτℓptn ´ tn´1q | Zptn´1q “ i, Zptnq “ j; Θs

“

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

i,j“1

ppZptn´1q “ i, Zptnq “ j | Y N
0 ; ΘqErτℓphq | Zp0q “ i, Zphq “ j; Θs, (3.8)

where by Hobolth and Jensen (2005):

Erτℓphq | Zp0q “ i, Zphq “ j; Θs “
1

Pijphq

ż h

0
PiℓpuqPℓjph´ uqdu.

Given an initial estimate Θ0, we iterate between E-step and M -step until the log-likelihood con-

verges. The complete algorithm is described in Algorithm 1. After obtaining Θ̂ by running Algo-

rithm 1, we can compute the estimated edge set as

Êℓ “

!

pj, iq : }θ̂ℓij}2 ą ϵt

)

ℓ “ 1, . . . , k,

for a threshold ϵt ą 0.

3.3 Step 3: Model selection

In this section, we describe how to select parameters. We assume that the father and mother wavelet

function ϕ, ψ in step 1 described in Section 3.1 and the family of projection basis function tgip¨q : i P
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Algorithm 1 Graph Estimation

Input: data: tYn;n “ 0, . . . , Nu, tΨ̂iptnq; i “ 1, . . . , p, n “ 1, . . . , Nu; initial parameter Θ0;

regularization parameter λ; threshold parameter ϵt
Output: parameter set Θ̂

j Ð 0

while LN not converged do

Compute ppZptnq, Zptn´1q | Y N
0 ; Θjq, ppZptnq | Y N

0 ; Θq for n “ 1, . . . , N

Compute mℓℓ1pY N
0 ; Θjq for ℓ ‰ ℓ1 using (3.6)

Compute τℓpY
N
0 ; Θjq for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k using (3.8)

Θj`1 Ð argmax
Θ̃PΩ

LN pΘ̃ | Θjq

Θ̂ Ð Θj`1

Nu are given in Section 3.2. There are four parameters to select: the threshold coefficient λjℓ, the

number of hidden states k, the number of basis functionsm, and the sparsity regularization function

λ. The threshold coefficient is λjℓ “ 3σ‹ tplogN{δq {Nu
1{2 whereN is the number of sample size, δ is

a small constant that controls the probability of the recovery of the trajectory Xi in Proposition 4.1

and σ‹ is the noise variance. In practice, the variance of the noise is often unknown. We adopt

the method developed in Section 4.2 of Donoho and Johnstone (1994) to estimate σ‹. Under the

Gaussian noise assumption, the estimated σ is the median of the wavelet coefficients at the finest

level J , where N “ 2J , divided by 0.6745, the inverse of the the cumulative distribution function

of the standard Gaussian distribution at 0.75. To select the remaining parameters k,m, λ, we use

grid search with the Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC). Let Θ̂ be the output of Algorithm 1

with fixed k,m, λ, we compute the BIC as
˜

k2 ´ k `

ℓ
ÿ

i,j

}θ̂ℓij}0

¸

logN ´ 2

»

–LN pΘ̂ | Θ̂q ` λ
k
ÿ

ℓ“1

p
ÿ

i,j“1

#

N
ÿ

n“1

pθ̂ℓijΨ̂jptnqq2

+1{2
fi

fl .

Here k2 ´ k denotes the degree of freedom of the transition rate matrix. The second term of the

above equation is the empirical log-likelihood without the sparsity regularization term. We employ

a two-stage method to select the parameters. First, we fix k in the grid search, we find the minimum

BIC across all candidates of m and λ, then we employ the ELBO method to select the number of

states k. Then, in the following stage, given k, we find the optimal m, λ with minimal BIC score.

4 Theory

Our goal is to assess the quality of the estimation Θ̂ output from Algorithm 1 as compared to the

true parameter Θ‹. We can investigate this by studying whether the fixed point is close to the global

optima of the empirical log-likelihood, or ultimately close to the global optima of the population

log-likelihood. To begin with, we first study the convergence behavior of the EM algorithm for

the idealized population log-likelihood. Once the convergence guarantee is established, we ask

whether a similar guarantee holds for the empirical log-likelihood under the proper choice of the

regularization term λn. Intuitively, the empirical log-likelihood will be close to the population log-

likelihood given large enough samples. However, analysis under finite sample size is challenging as
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samples are dependent. The secret is that when the processes are mixing, i.e., under Assumption 3,

the truncated smoothed probability is close to the original smoothed probability in total variation

distance. As an alternative, we can utilize such property and prove the convergence guarantee

under the truncated sequence Section 4.3.

4.1 Recovery of Xptq

In this section, we discuss the estimation error ofXptq using shrinkage wavelet regression introduced

in Section 3.1. Our analysis follows from Brown and Cai (1998) where we extend the analysis on

convergence in expectation to studying the behavior of the tail bound. In this paper, we consider

the piecewise Hölder function classes: between two switchings of the hidden Markov chain Zptq,

the trajectory of Xiptq for i “ 1, . . . , p is in a Hölder function class. We introduce the following

conditions.

Definition 3. A piecewise Hölder class ΛαpM,B, dq on r0, 1s with d discontinuous jumps consists

of functions f satisfying the following conditions:

1. The function f is bounded by B, that is, |f | ď B.

2. There exist l ď d points 0 ď a1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă al ď 1 such that, for ai ď x, y ă ai`1, i “ 0, 1, . . . , l

with a0 “ 0 and al`1 “ 1,

(a) |fpxq ´ fpyq| ď M |x´ y|
α if α ď 1;

(b)
ˇ

ˇf tαupxq ´ f tαupyq
ˇ

ˇ ď M |x´ y|
α´tαu if α ą 1.

This function class contains trajectories with inhomogeneous temporal structures, adaptive to

local fluctuations between two switching points.

Assumption 4. There exists some finite constants M,B, d ě 0 such that Xi P ΛαpM,B, dq for

i “ 1, . . . , p.

The following proposition demonstrates the error rate of the estimator discussed in Section 3.1.

Proposition 4.1. Given δ P p0, 1q, and let X̂i be soft-threshold wavelet estimator with thresh-

old 3σ‹tplogN{δq{Nu1{2 discussed in Section 3.1. Suppose that the wavelet is r-regular. Under

Assumption 4, then the estimator X̂i is near optimal

|||X̂i ´Xi|||
2 ď CtlogpN{δq{Nu2α{p1`2αq,

with probability at least 1 ´ 3δ, for all 1 ď α ď r and all d ď CNγ with constants C ą 0 and

0 ă γ ă 1{p1 ` 2αq.

The convergence rate is the same as Theorem 3 in Brown and Cai (1998), where they showed

convergence in expectation. Furthermore, it is within a logN factor of the minimax rate of the

nonparametric function without switchings, OpN´2α{p1`2αqq (Tsybakov, 2008).
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4.2 Convergence of the population EM

We start the analysis with the population log-likelihood and then generalize the results to the em-

pirical log-likelihood. This is a common analysis approach when studying the convergence property

of empirical risks (Loh and Wainwright, 2013; Yi and Caramanis, 2015; Balakrishnan et al., 2017).

We define the the population log-likelihood as:

LpΘ̃ | Θq “ E

«

k
ÿ

ℓ,ℓ1“1

mℓℓ1pY N
0 ; Θq log q̃ℓℓ1 ´ q̃ℓτℓpY

N
0 ; Θq ´

N
ÿ

n“1

p

2
plog 2σ̃2 ` log 2πq

´
1

4σ̃2

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

p
ÿ

i“1

ppzptnq “ ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θq

˜

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´

p
ÿ

j“1

θ̃ℓijΨjptnq

¸2 ff

, (4.1)

where Ψiptnq “
ştn
tn´1

gpXipuqqdu, mℓℓ1pY N
0 ; Θq is the expected number of transitions of Zptq from

state ℓ to state ℓ1 conditioned on the observations Y N
0 and parameters Θ, and τℓpY

N
0 ; Θq is the

expected time that Zptq stay in state ℓ and Θ. In order to ensure running EM algorithm with the

population log-likelihood 4.1 guarantee, the true parameter Θ‹ must satisfy the self-consistency

property:

Θ‹ “ argmax
Θ̃PΩ

LpΘ̃ | Θ‹q.

The idea behind the analysis is that if the geometric landscape of Lp¨ | Θ‹q at the neighborhood

of Θ‹ satisfies some local regularity conditions, and if the initial point is within this local region,

we can ensure that each EM-update pulls the estimate closer to Θ‹ (Balakrishnan et al., 2017; Li

et al., 2022). To define the local region, we first define the distance metric.

Definition 4. Given three constants r0, rq, rσ, we define the distance between two parameters as

distpΘ, Θ̄q “

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

p
ÿ

i“1

}θℓi¨ ´ θ̄ℓi¨}2
looooooomooooooon

ďr0

`
ÿ

ℓ‰ℓ1

|qℓℓ1 ´ q̄ℓℓ1 |

looooooomooooooon

ďrq

`
ˇ

ˇσ2 ´ σ̄2
ˇ

ˇ

looomooon

ďrσ

.

We formally define the local region of Θ‹ as Bpr0, rq, rσ,Θ
‹q “ tΘ P Ω; distpΘ‹,Θq ď kr0 ` rq `

rσu. Let us define

MpΘq “ argmax
Θ̃PΩ

LpΘ̃|Θq.
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Then it follows that the maximum log-likelihood update is

Mqℓℓ1 pΘq “
Ermℓℓ1pY N

0 ; Θqs

ErτℓpY
N
0 ; Θqs

ℓ ‰ ℓ1, MqℓℓpΘq “ ´
ÿ

ℓ1‰ℓ

Mqℓℓ1 pΘq;

Mθℓij
pΘq “ E

»

–

N
ÿ

n“1

ppzptnq “ ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θq

¨

˝Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j‰j1

θℓj1Ψj1ptnq

˛

‚ΨJ
j ptnq

fi

flˆ

#

N
ÿ

n“1

E
“

ppzptnq “ ℓ | Y N
0 ; ΘqΨjptnqΨjptnqJ

‰

+´1

;

Mσ2pΘq “
1

2pN

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

E

«

ppzptnq “ ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θq

›

›

›

›

Yn ´ Yn´1 ´

p
ÿ

i“1

θℓiΨiptnq

›

›

›

›

2

2

ff

.

We introduce the following local regularity assumption.

Assumption 5. There exists a constant κ such that for any Θ1 P Bpr0, rq, rσ,Θ
‹q

max

#

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

BMpΘq

Bσ2
|Θ“Θ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

BMpΘq

Bqℓℓ1

|Θ“Θ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

,

›

›

›

›

BMpΘq

Bθℓij
|Θ“Θ1

›

›

›

›

2

; ℓ ‰ ℓ1, i “ 1, . . . , p

+

ď κ.

To provide high-level intuition, this assumption implies that MpΘq is a continuous function

within the ball Bpr0, rq, rσ,Θ
‹q and the change with respect to Θ is bounded by κ. This is equivalent

to Assumption 2 in Li et al. (2022) that studied the Markov-switching autoregressive model.

Proposition 4.2 (One-step Update of Population Log-likelihood). Under Assumption 5, we have

distpMpΘq,Θ‹q ď κdistpΘ,Θ‹q.

Specifically, for each ℓ, ℓ1 and i

}Mθℓi¨
pΘq´θℓ‹i¨ }2 ď κ}θℓi¨´θ

ℓ‹
i¨ }2,

ˇ

ˇMqℓℓ1 pΘq ´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ ď κ |qℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1 | ,

ˇ

ˇMσ2pΘq ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ ď κ
ˇ

ˇσ2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ .

This proposition implies that if Θ P Bpr0, rq, rσ,Θ
‹q, then at each updateMpΘq P Bpr0, rq, rσ,Θ

‹q.

Hence, if the initial guess Θ0 P Bpr0, rq, rσ,Θ
‹q, then after ℓ iterates of EM steps, we can guarantee

that distpMpΘℓ´1q,Θ‹q ď κℓ distpΘ,Θ‹q. Ultimately, the EM algorithm would converge to the Θ‹

as ℓ goes to infinity.

4.3 Truncated EM

We now turn to study the convergence properties of the empirical log-likelihood (3.5). The major

challenge for extending the result to empirical risk is that the data are not i.i.d. and hence requires

more technical efforts to do the analysis. Our approach is inspired from (Yang et al., 2017; Li et al.,

2022) that we construct an r-truncated function to approximate the original function (3.5). First,

we show the convergence property with the r-truncated function.

Let us define the truncated probability of ppZptnq | Y N
0 ; Θq as

p
´

Zptnq “ ℓ | Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0 ; Θ
¯

“ ŵℓ,Θptnq n “ 1, . . . , N.
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We replace ppZptnq | Y N
0 ; Θq in (3.5) with ŵℓ,Θptnq and define the new empirical log-likelihood as

L̃N pΘ̃ | Θq:

L̃N pΘ̃ | Θq “

k
ÿ

ℓ,ℓ1“1

mℓℓ1pY N
0 ; Θq log q̃ℓℓ1 ´ q̃ℓτℓpY

N
0 ; Θq ´

N
ÿ

n“1

p

2
plog 2σ̃2 ` log 2πq

´
1

4σ̃2

N,k,p
ÿ

n,ℓ,i“1

ŵℓ,Θptnq

˜

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´

p
ÿ

j“1

θ̃ℓijΨ̂jptnq

¸2

´ λn

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

p
ÿ

i,j“1

#

N
ÿ

n“1

pθ̃ℓijΨ̂jptnqq2

+1{2

(4.2)

Define M̃npΘq “ argmax
Θ̃PΩ

L̃N pΘ̃ | Θq and hence

M̃n,θℓij
pΘq “

$

&

%

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵℓ,Θptnq

¨

˝Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j‰j1

θℓij1Ψ̂j1ptnq

˛

‚Ψ̂J
j ptnq

,

.

-

ˆ

#

N
ÿ

n“1

pλn ` ŵℓ,Θptnqq Ψ̂jptnqΨ̂jptnqJ

+´1

.

In the following, we want to show the contraction result of executing one run of the EM step on

L̃N . Here, we fix a index i and for each θℓij , we drop the state index ℓ, the row index i and j to reduce

the overhead on notation. We define θ “ pθℓJi1 , . . . , θ
ℓJ
ip q P R1ˆpm, where θℓij P Rm. Furthermore,

we define Θ̂ “ argmax L̃N pΘ̃ | Θq and θ̂ “ pθ̂ℓJi1 , . . . , θ̂
ℓJ
ip q. Similarly, define the population optimal

condition on Θ as Θ̌ “ MpΘq “ argmaxΘ1 LpΘ1 | Θq and θ̌ “ pθ̌ℓJi1 , . . . , θ̌
ℓJ
ip q; θ‹ “ pθℓ‹J

i1 , . . . , θℓ‹J
ip q

for Θ‹ “ argmaxL
Θ̃PΩ

pΘ̃ | Θ‹q.

Define Ψptnq “ pΨJ
1 ptnq, . . . ,ΨJ

p ptnqq P Rpm and Ψ̂ptnq “ pΨ̂J
1 ptnq, . . . , Ψ̂J

p ptnqq P Rpm. Let

}θ}
1,K̂Ψ

“
řp
j“1 }θℓij}K̂Ψj

and }θ}
8,K̂Ψ

“ maxj }θℓij}K̂Ψj
, where }θℓij}K̂Ψij

“ tθℓJij K̂Ψjθ
ℓ
iju

1{2 and

K̂Ψj “ N´1
řN
n“1 Ψ̂jptnqΨ̂jptnqJ. Note that the dual norm of } ¨ }

1,K̂Ψ
is } ¨ }

8,K̂˚
Ψ
.

We study the guarantee of the lasso estimation under two well-known conditions: the restricted

eigenvalue condition and the deviation bound condition (Agarwal et al., 2012; Loh and Wainwright,

2012). We make slight modifications to the conditions in (Loh and Wainwright, 2012) to tailor for

the structured ℓ1-norm, } ¨ }
1,K̂Ψ

, and ℓ8-norm, } ¨ }
8,K̂˚

Ψ
used in our case.

Assumption 6 (Restricted Eigenvalue). For any Θ P Ω and ∆ P Ω, there exists α, τ ą 0 such that

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

∆Ψ̂ptnq

)2
ě α}∆}22 ´ τ}∆}2

1,K̂Ψ
, (4.3)

where α ě 50maxj σ
2
maxpK̂Ψj qsτ .
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Define

∆ε “ ∆εpΘq “
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

#

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j

θℓ‹ijΨjptnq

+

ΨptnqJ

´
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E

«

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

#

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j

θℓ‹ijΨjptnq

+

ΨptnqJ

ff

; (4.4)

∆Ψ “ ∆ΨpΘq “
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

ΨptnqΨptnqJ ´ Ψ̂ptnqΨ̂ptnqJ
)

; (4.5)

∆w “ ∆wpΘq “
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E

«

tŵΘ,ℓptnq ´ wΘ,ℓptnqu

#

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j

θℓ‹ijΨjptnq

+

ΨptnqJ

ff

. (4.6)

Recall that m is the number of basis function, h is the sampling interval, σ is the variance of

the noise, and r is the truncation length.

Assumption 7 (Deviation Bound). For any Θ P Ω, there exists a deterministic function Q such

that

max
!

}∆ε}8,K̂˚
Ψ
, }θ‹∆Ψ}

8,K̂˚
Ψ
, }∆w}

8,K̂˚
Ψ

)

ď QpN, p, s,m, r, δ1q.

With the restricted eigenvalue and deviation condition, we are now ready to show the contraction

result of running one EM update on L̃N .

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that Assumption 6, 7 hold and

λ ě 4max

#

3QpN, p, s,m, r, δ1q,
4

?
s

σmaxpKΨq

maxj σmaxpK̂Ψj q
}θ̌ ´ θ‹}2

+

.

Then, we have

}θ̂ ´ θ‹}2 ď
4

α

ˆ

5λmax
j
σmaxpK̂ψj

q
?
s` σmaxpKΨq}θ̌ ´ θ‹}2

˙

.

This lemma shows that }θ̂´θ‹}2 is bounded by a statistical error governed by QpN, p, s,m, r, δ1q

and }θ̌ ´ θ‹}2. As Proposition 4.2 demonstrates, at each iterate of EM on the population log-

likelihood L, }θ̌´ θ‹}2 contracts. This piece of result shows that running EM on the truncated log-

likelihood L̃N tends to move the estimates toward θ‹ under proper condition of QpN, p, s,m, r, δ1q.

A natural question is how practical Assumption 6-7 are? What is the minimum number of

samples required for these assumptions to hold true? While variants these two assumptions are

standards in high-dimensional sparse regression (Loh and Wainwright, 2012) and sparse additive

model (Ravikumar et al., 2009), the main challenge to verify the assumptions is that the right hand

side of (4.3) as well as (4.4)–(4.6) are sums of dependent variables. Hence, standard concentration

inequality for i.i.d. data can not be applied. Our proof strategy is to show that under Assumption 3,

individual summands in (4.3)–(4.6) are β-mixing as well. Consequently, we can apply concentra-

tion inequality for mixing process (Merlevède et al., 2011) to verify Assumption 6–7. We leave

the theoretical results and discussion on the applicability of Assumption 6–7 in Lemma G.1 and

Lemma F.1, respectively.

Finally, the contraction result of
ˇ

ˇq̂ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ for ℓ ‰ ℓ1 and
ˇ

ˇσ2 ´ σ2‹
ˇ

ˇ by running one iterate of

EM on L̃N are discussed in Lemma E.1–E.2. We leave the results to the Appendix.
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4.4 Main results

As discussed in Section 4.2–4.3, under suitable regularity conditions in the local region Bpr0,Θ
‹q,

one can show that each EM iterate on both L̃N and L pulls the estimates toward Θ‹. The concern

is how likely we are to observe similar contraction behaviors if we run EM algorithm on LN? In

this section, we show that under the reversible, mixing, stationary conditions, and an additional

eigenvalue condition, this question can be resolved.

In addition to Assumption 3, we provide a sufficient condition for the continuous-time Markov

chain Zptq to be mixing following the condition introduced in (van Handel, 2008; Yang et al.,

2017). Recall that h is the sampling period and define P “ exppQhq for a transition rate matrix Q.

Furthermore, we assume that the set ΩQ is confined to the set whose underlying chain is reversible.

The reversibility of Markov chain implies the following.

Assumption 8. For every Q P ΩQ, let π be the the invariant distribution such that πQ “ 0. For

every i, j “ 1, . . . , k, assume that

πpiqQpi, jq “ πpjqQpj, iq.

Let tZptnqun“0,...,N be the sampled Markov chain of pZptqqtPr0,1s associated with the transition

probability matrix P : P phq “ exppQhq. It is well-known that the sampled Markov chain is also

reversible.

Assumption 9 (Mixing Condition). There exists some constant ζ “ ζphq P p0, 1s such that for

any Q P ΩQ and for all i, j “ 1, . . . , k

ζ ď
Pij
πj

ď ζ´1. (4.7)

Noting that if the continuous-time Markov chain is irreducible then it follows that Pij ą 0 for

any h ą 0 as discussed in Proposition 6.1 of (Lalley, 2012), and hence there exists a sufficiently

small ζ that satisfies (4.7). As Yang et al. (2017) showed that this condition is an sufficient

condition for the sampled Markov chain Zptnq to be geometrically β-mixing. Assumption 8, 9 are

common in Markov chains and are key components for the statistical analysis later on: with them,

we can validate that underlying conditional filtered/smoothing processes exhibit geometric mixing

property.

Now we define the minimum stationary probability as

πmin “ min
QPΩQ

min
ℓ“1,...,k

πℓ, (4.8)

where πQ “ 0 is the stationary distribution. Furthermore, πmin ą 0 implies that every state has

nontrivial occurrence probability when the Markov chain reaches to the stationary state. This holds

true because any Q P ΩQ is irreducible and positive recurrent and hence the stationary distribution

will be strictly positive for all states.

The following two lemmas show that the truncated probability is close to the original probability

in the absolute value.
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Lemma 4.4. Suppose that δmin “ minΘPΩminn“1,...,N P pZn, Yn; Θq ą 0 and let C be an absolute

constant. Under Assumption 8, 9, we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P

ˆ

Zn “ ℓ, Zn`1 “ ℓ1 | Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

˙

´ P

ˆ

Zn “ ℓ, Zn`1 “ ℓ1 | Y N
0

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cδ´1
minζ

´8π´2
minp1´pζπminq2qr´1.

Furthermore, we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pZn “ ℓ | Y N
0 q ´ P

´

Zn “ ℓ | Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

¯

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
10

δmin
ζ´8π´2

min

␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

,

for any ℓ “ 1, . . . , k.

We see that as r increases, the absolute difference between the truncated filtered probability and

the original probability decays geometrically. Given that the Markov chain has finite state, it is easy

to see that the total variation distance of two probability distributions also decays geometrically.

With the results from Lemma 4.4, we build the intuition that the empirical log-likelihood LN
in (3.5) shall be close to (4.2) for r reasonably large. Hence, we can expect that running EM on

LN would give us similar outcome compared to running EM on L̃N .
For each i “ 1, . . . , p, defineKΨj “ N´1

řN
n“1 ErΨjptnqΨJ

j ptnqs and K̂Ψj “ N´1
řN
n“1 Ψ̂jptnqΨ̂J

j ptnq.

We make the following assumption.

Assumption 10. For each i “ 1, . . . , p, there exist a finite constant cΨ ą 0 such that

cΨ ď σminpKΨj q ď σmaxpKΨj q ď c´1
Ψ .

Furthermore, for each ℓ “ 1, . . . , k,

σmin

˜

N´1
N
ÿ

n“1

ErŵΘ,ℓptnqΨjptnqΨJ
j ptnqs

¸

ě cΨ.

Now combine the theoretical results from Section 4.1–4.3, we are ready to show the convergence

guarantee for running EM algorithm on LN in (3.5).

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that Assumption 2–5, 8–10 hold and additionally κ P r0, 1q. Furthermore,

X̂ptq is obtained using the method discussed in Section 3.1 with threshold 3σ‹tplogN ` 3 log p ´

log δeq{Nu. Let

sup
tPr0,1s

max
i,j

|gjpXiptqq| ď B, sup
tPr0,1s

max
i,j

| 9gjpXiptqq| ď D,

for some absolute constants B,D ą 0. Suppose that N Á
␣

m4plog pq4 _m5{2s5{2
(

and N{plogN `

log pq Á mp2α`1q{α. Let C1, . . . , C7 be some constants, given the initial guess Θp0q P Bpr0, rq, rσ,Θ
‹q

and

λ ě
?
mmax

#

C1

`

1 ´ ζπ2min

˘r´1
, C1

?
ms

ˆ

logN ` log p

N

˙α{p2α`1q

, C2
1

?
ms

max
i,ℓ

}θ
ℓp0q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }

+

.

Suppose that r is a constant and if additionally 80c´2
Ψ κ` κ2 ă 1 and C3c

´2
Ψ κ ă 1, then we have
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1.

max
i,ℓ

}θ
ℓpLq

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ď
`

C3c
´2
Ψ κ

˘L
max
i,ℓ

}θ
ℓp0q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2

`
C4

1 ´ C3c
´2
Ψ κ

#

m
?
s log p

?
N

`ms

ˆ

logN ` log p

N

˙α{p2α`1q

`
?
ms

`

1 ´ ζ2π2min

˘r´1

+

;

2.
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
σpLq2 ´ σ‹2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď κL

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
σp0q2 ´ σ‹2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
` 1

1´κ

”

C5c
´2
Ψ msr20?
N

` C6kζ
´8π´2

min

␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

ı

;

3.
ř

ℓ‰ℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
q

pLq

ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď
ř

ℓ‰ℓ1 κL
ˇ

ˇq̌ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ ` 1
1´κ

C7kpk´1q
?
N

,

with probability at least 1 ´ 4δe and δe is some small constant stated in (H.1).

This result shows that the distance of the intermediate estimate at L-th iterate of EM is upper

bounded by a geometric decaying term, a statistical error, and a truncation error due to the

truncated smoothing probability. Note that the first term decays geometrically as L increases,

suggesting to fast (linear) rate of convergence to bounded distance away from the Θ‹. the statistical

error contains the non-parametric error rate plogN ` log p{Nqα{2α`1, which is propagated down

by error induced from the wavelet regression as stated in Proposition 4.1. This is due to the

error of the terms Ψ̂iptnq “
ştn
tn´1

gpX̂ipuqqdu for n “ 1, . . . , N and i “ 1, . . . , p in LN . One

might be able to improve the statistical error rate by redesigning the estimation procedure of

Ψiptnq “
ştn
tn´1

gpXipuqqdu and we leave this as a future direction. Here we assume that the truncated

sequence r is constant, and hence the truncation error is a constant. Although this is the case,

graph recovery is still possible if the magnitude of θℓ‹ij is large enough, as shown in the following

corollary.

Finally, recall that our goal is to show the recovery of the graphs and the transition rate matrix,

namely Θ‹. The following corollary shows that recovery of Θ‹ is possible when distpΘ̂,Θ‹q, where

Θ̂ is the output of Algorithm 1, is small.

Corollary 4.6. Under the conditions stated in Theorem 4.5. Suppose that the threshold parameter

ϵt in Algorithm 1 is selected such that

ϵt “
2

3
min
i,j,ℓ

}θℓ‹ij }2.

If N, r satisfy

ϵt ě
C4

4p1 ´ C3c
´2
Ψ κq

#

m
?
s log p

?
N

`ms

ˆ

logN ` log p

N

˙α{p2α`1q

`
?
ms

`

1 ´ ζ2π2min

˘r´1

+

,

and L ě logpϵt{4r0q{ logpC3c
´2
Ψ κq. Then for each ℓ, we can recover Eℓ with probability at least

1 ´ 2δe. If Assumption 1 holds, then we can recover Ẽℓ with probability at least 1 ´ 2δe.
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5 Simulations

We demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed model with simulated tasks by evaluating both

the quality of the parameter estimations and the ROC. Our program is implemented in Python

and we use package scikit-image (Van der Walt et al., 2014) for running the wavelet regression in

Section 3.1 and the package skglm (Bertrand et al., 2022) (formerly group-lasso) for computing the

M-step update of θℓij via maximization of LN pΘ̃ | Θq. In Section 5.1, we first describe the evaluation

metric and the estimation techniques.

5.1 Experiment setup

In this section, we discuss the general setup of the simulations and the implementation tactics that

would result in improved and stable performance. We then discuss the evaluation metric for the

simulated task.

For the data generation, we first generate the continuous trajectories from true ODE parameters,

true transition rate matrix, and the initial conditions. Then we sample the trajectories evenly over

the time frame. The observed samples is corrupted with i.i.d. centered Gaussian noise. To sample

the latent process Zptq, the initial state is sampled from the stationary distribution π such that

πQ‹ “ 0. With Zptq and the true parameters Θ‹, we can generate Xptq and tYnu. We will discuss

the details of the simulated parameters in the following section.

For estimation, we first apply wavelet regression as discussed in Section 3.1 and select the thresh-

old parameter using the method discussed in Section 3.3. We use Daubechies 3 wavelets (Daubechies,

1992) in all experiments. Then we approximate the numerical integral Ψ̂iptnq “
ştn
tn´1

gpX̂ipuqqdu

with tgpX̂iptnqq ` gpX̂iptn´1qqu{2N . In the following tasks, we use polynomial basis function:

giptq “ ti for i “ 1, . . . ,m. Then, we randomly initialize the parameters Θ0. We initialize

qℓℓ1 „ Unifp´1, 0q for ℓ ‰ ℓ1 and θℓij „ N p0, Iq. Although Theorem 4.5 requires the initial guess

to be within Bpr0,Θ
‹q, we empirically find out that sweeping across all candidates of λ with the

practice of the warm start converges to good optima and gives consistent results. That is, we

first take 100 uniform samples over r´7,´1s and then take the exponential over the samples as

the candidate set for λ. Then, we start executing Algorithm 1 with the largest λ “ expp´1q and

random initial point Θ0 stated above. After the convergence of the loop in Algorithm 1, we will

get Θ̂. We use the estimated parameter, Θ̂, as the initial parameter for executing Algorithm 1 with

the next smaller λ. In addition, at each M-step of Algorithm 1, updating θℓij for i, j “ 1, . . . , p

and ℓ “ 1, . . . , ℓ is equivalent as solving a variant of the linear model with group lasso constraint.

In this case, we find out that practicing the warm start when running the EM algorithm, using

the estimate at the previous M-step as the initial guess, also boosts the performance compared to

without using the warm start.

5.2 Data generation processes

We consider two data generation processes, one is non-linear model and the other is linear. In both

simulated tasks, we set the number of states to be k “ 2 and

Q‹ “

ˆ

´0.27 0.27

0.18 ´0.18

˙

, σ‹ “ 0.01.
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Data generation process 1. In the following, we consider similar additive ODEs as discussed

in Section 5.1 of Chen et al. (2017) with p “ 10:

9X2i´1ptq “ θℓ‹2i´1,2i´1gpX2i´1ptqq ` θℓ‹2i´1,2igpX2iptqq; (5.1)

9X2iptq “ θℓ‹2i,2i´1gpX2i´1ptqq ` θℓ‹2i,2igpX2iptqq, (5.2)

for t P r0, 40s, i “ 1, . . . , 5, and ℓ “ 1, 2 and initial Xp0q “ p´2, 2, 2,´2,´1.5, 1.5,´1, 1, 1,´1qJ. In

this case, we use gptq “ pt, t2, t3qJ. The details about the parameters are discussed in Appendix J.1.

The graphs of the underlying generation process is presented in Figure 7–8, and the trajectories of

Xptq and tYnu is presented in Figure 9.

Data generation process 2. In the second task, we consider two different graphs: star graphs

and a ring graph. The number of nodes is p “ 20 in this case. In state ℓ “ 1, we consider the

following system:

9X5i`jptq “ θ1‹
5i`j,5i`1gpX5i`1ptqq, i “ 0, 1, 2, 3, j “ 2, 3, 4, 5; (5.3)

9X5i`1ptq “

5
ÿ

j“2

θ1‹
5i`1,5i`jgpX5i`jptqq, i “ 0, 1, 2, 3, (5.4)

for t P r0, 40s and gptq “ t in this case. Here, θ1‹
5i`j,5i`1 “ ´0.8π and θ1‹

5i`1,5i`j “ 0.8π for

i “ 0, 1, 2, 3, j “ 2, 3, 4, 5. In state ℓ “ 2, we have the following system:

9Xiptq “θ2‹
i,i´1gpXi´1ptqq ` θ2‹

i,i`1gpXi`1ptqq, i “ 2, . . . , 19; (5.5)

9X1ptq “θ2‹
1,20gpX20ptqq ` θ2‹

1,2gpX2ptqq; (5.6)

9X20ptq “θ2‹
20,1gpX1ptqq ` θ2‹

20,19gpX19ptqq. (5.7)

for t P r0, 40s and gptq “ t in this case. Here, we have θ2‹
i,i´1 “ ´0.8π and θ2‹

i,i`1 “ 0.8π for

i “ 2, . . . , 19. Similarly, we have θ2‹
1,20 “ θ2‹

20,19 “ ´0.8π and θ2‹
20,1 “ θ2‹

1,2 “ 0.8π. The graphs of the

underlying generation process is presented in Figure 10–11, and the trajectories of Xptq and tYnu

is presented in Figure 12.

5.3 Model selection and estimation error

This section demonstrates the model selection procedure introduced in Section 3.3 and assesses the

quality of the estimates. We want to evaluate under what conditions, the procedure could recover

the true hyper parameters, i.e., number of states and number of basis functions. Then, we evaluate

the quality of the estimates by computing the ℓ2 distance of the esimtates to the true parameters.

We evaluate the model selection procedure with various samples size and test on 10 independent

runs. We perform grid search to find the optimal parameters: we search over t1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6u for the

number of states, t1, 2, 3, 4, 5u for the number of basis, and the exponential of 100 uniform samples

at the interval of r´7,´1s for λ. The results are shown in Fig 1. The procedure is able to select

the correct number of basis in both simulated examples despite the small sample size. When the

sample size is sufficient large (greater than 160), the procedure is able to select the correct number
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Figure 1: The box plots of model selection procedure introduced in Section 3.3. The orange line

denotes the median, the upper line of the box denotes the third quartile (Q3), and the lower line of

the box denotes the first quartile (Q1). The whisekrs extend from the box toward Q3`1.5IQR and

Q1 ´ 1.5IQR, where IQR is the inter-quartile range. The dots denote the outliers that lie outside

the ends of the whiskers. The true number of states are 2 for both cases and the true number of

basis is 3 for case 1 and 1 for case 2. The results indicate that when the sample size is sufficient

large, the model selection procedure is able to select the true number of states and the number of

basis. Furthermore, the optimal λ decrease with the increase of sample size, whose trend matches

the result of Theorem 4.5.

of basis most of the time. When the sample size is greater than 80, it appears that when the sample

size increases, the optimal λ decreases.

After selecting k,m, λ, we compute the distance of the estimates to the ground truth, as defined

in Definition 4. To compute the distance, we need to match the ℓ-th state’s estimates to the true ℓ-

th state paremeters. Since the order of the states is unknown, we find the permutation of the states

that minimizes the following objective function. Let Ppkq be the collection of all permutations of

1, . . . , k and define

Ξ1 “ argmin
Ξ̃PPpkq

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

p
ÿ

i,j“1

›

›

›
θ̂
Ξ̃pℓq
ij ´ θℓ‹ij

›

›

›

2
, Ξ2 “ argmin

Ξ̃PPpkq

ÿ

ℓ‰ℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
q̂
Ξ̃pℓqΞ̃pℓ1q

´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

We let Ξ “ Ξ1 if Ξ1 is identical to Ξ2. In the case that Ξ1 is not identical to Ξ2, which implies

that the optimal permutations are not aligned, we can not compare the estimation result with the
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Figure 2: The ℓ2 distance of the estimated parameters to the ground truth. The top row shows

the result of case 1, and there is a drop of distance when the sample size is greater than 160. The

bottom row shows the result of case 2. The distance of tθℓiju and σ2 consistently decrease as the

sample size increases.

ground truth parameter. Hence, we drop the estimate of that particular λ. We empirically find

out that this situation rarely happens so long as we have enough sample size N . After obtaining

the optimal permutation set, we compute the ℓ2 distances of the estimates matched to the ground

truths. The distance to Q‹, tθℓ‹ij u, σ2‹ are respectively defined as

}Q̂pΞq ´Q‹}2,
k
ÿ

ℓ“1

p
ÿ

i,j“1

}θ
Ξpℓq
ij ´ θℓ‹ij }2,

ˇ

ˇσ̂2 ´ σ2‹
ˇ

ˇ .

where Q̂pΞq “ rqΞpiqΞpjqsi,j . The results are presented in Fig 2. The estimator do not provide

consistent results under small sample size as the confidence intervals of the distance metrics are

larger.

5.4 ROC with varying sample size

To assess the performance, we assume that the number of states k, and the number of basis

function is given. We compute the average ROC curve under varying regularization parameters λ

over 10 runs of independently generated batch of samples. We sweep across λ from the natural

exponential of 100 uniform samples from r´7,´1s. At each run, we observe a sequence tYnu with
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Data Generation Process 1 Data Generation Process 2

Proposed Method Oracle Method Proposed Method Oracle Method

State 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2

N

40 0.49(0.020) 0.51(0.013) 0.89(0.011) 0.89(0.009) 0.53(0.014) 0.61(0.006) – –

80 0.55(0.065) 0.62(0.133) 0.91(0.011) 0.91(0.014) 0.65(0.030) 0.82(0.009) 0.79(0.014) 0.92(0.004)

120 0.67(0.090) 0.52(0.025) 0.91(0.011) 0.91(0.014) 0.87(0.015) 0.95(0.002) 0.94(0.009) 1.00(0.001)

160 0.92(0.018) 0.87(0.021) 0.93(0.009) 0.97(0.014) 0.92(0.019) 0.98(0.001) 0.98(0.002) 1.00(0.000)

200 0.95(0.018) 0.86(0.027) 0.94(0.020) 0.97(0.004) 0.96(0.006) 0.98(0.001) 1.00(0.003) 1.00(0.000)

Table 1: The AUC of the simulated task in Figure 3. Each value in the cell is the average AUC

over 10 independent runs and the value inside the parenthesis is the standard deviation. The oracle

method is assumed that the latent state is known. In this case, Xptq is unknown and we get the

estimates, X̂ptq, by using the wavelet smoothing method discussed in Section 3.1.

Yn “ Xptnq `σεn for εn „ N p0, Ipq. The additive noise sequence tεnu is different across runs while

Xptq is the same. For each run and given fixed λ, we obtain ÊΞpℓq, the estimated edge set, where

Ξ is the optimal permutation of the index set t1, . . . , ku. We proceed to compute the true positive

rate (TPR) and false positive rate (FPR). The TPR of state ℓ is

TPRpℓq “
|tpi, jq : pi, jq P ÊΞpℓqu X tpi, jq : pi, jq P Eℓu|

|Eℓ|
.

Similarly, the FPR of state ℓ is defined as

FPRpℓq “
|tpi, jq : pi, jq P ÊΞpℓqu ´ tpi, jq : pi, jq P Eℓu|

p2 ´ |Eℓ|
.

Finally, we collect the TPR and FPR for each eligible outcome, the result associated with a λ such

that Ξ1 ” Ξ2 and plot the ROC curve for each run.

Given fixed time interval, we demonstrate the performance of the algorithm under different

sampling frequencies, resulting in different number of sample size. We experiment with T “

40, 80, 120, 160, 200. The results are presented in Figure 3–4 and Table 1–2. The oracle method

assumes that the latent process Zptq is given, and hence we do not need to compute the E-step.

Figure 3 demonstrates the results running Algorithm 1 with X̂ptq estimated using the method de-

veloped in Section 3.1. In contrast, Figure 4 demonstrates the results running Algorithm 1 with

true Xptq. Perhaps not surprisingly, under small sample size, i.e., N “ 40, 80, 120, the proposed

method has higher AUC, shown in Table 1–2, if Xptq is given. However, under larger sample size,

i.e., N “ 160, 180, there is no big difference between using X̂ptq or Xptq. Similar conclusion also

holds for the oracle method. When comparing the proposed method to the oracle method, we can

see that the oracle method has higher AUC given fixed sample size. This is not surprising as getting

the estimated smoothing probability close to the true probability is challenging under small sample

size.
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Figure 3: The average ROC of the simulated tasks over 10 independent runs with Xptq estimated

using the procedure developed in Section 3.1. Top row. Results of the proposed method. The

AUC consistently increases as the sample size increases for all for graphs. Bottom row. Results

of the oracle method, where the latent process Zptq is assumed to be known. When the latent state

is known, the AUC is larger compared to the AUC of the proposed method given same sample size.

Data Generation Process 1 Data Generation Process 2

Proposed Method Oracle Method Proposed Method Oracle Method

State 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2

N

40 0.47(0.037) 0.50(0.010) 0.91(0.009) 0.80(0.014) 0.52(0.012) 0.84(0.005) 0.86(0.003) 0.90(0.002)

80 0.95(0.025) 0.83(0.014) 0.94(0.012) 0.92(0.008) 0.82(0.016) 0.98(0.001) 1.00(0.000) 1.00(0.000)

120 0.95(0.025) 0.83(0.014) 0.94(0.012) 0.92(0.008) 0.95(0.016) 0.98(0.000) 1.00(0.000) 1.00(0.000)

160 0.95(0.008) 0.90(0.015) 0.97(0.014) 0.93(0.012) 0.69(0.142) 0.98(0.001) 1.00(0.000) 1.00(0.000)

200 0.96(0.009) 0.86(0.021) 0.97(0.013) 0.96(0.010) 0.96(0.009) 0.98(0.000) 1.00(0.000) 1.00(0.000)

Table 2: The AUC of the simulated task in Figure 4. Each value in the cell is the average AUC

over 10 independent runs and the value inside the parenthesis is the standard deviation. In the

case when true Xptq is given, the proposed method achieves good performance when N ě 80; the

oracle method achieves good performance even when the sample size is only N “ 40.
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Figure 4: The average ROC of the simulated tasks over 10 independent runs with ground truth

Xptq given. Top row. Results of the proposed method. Bottom row. Results of the oracle

method, where the latent process Zptq is assumed to be known. When Xptq is given, both methods

can get good result when N ě 80.

6 Experiments

We apply the proposed model to characterize Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD),

one of the complex neurological disorders developed in early childhood. Specifically, we focus

on finding the group differences of brain networks from Typically Developed Children (TDC) and

ADHD-combined (ADHD-C) type, a common subtype of ADHD that presents both inattentiveness

and hyperactivity/impulsivity. Shappell et al. (2021); Park et al. (2021) have found that resting-

state brain networks of ADHD-C and TDC exhibit distinct group differences in connectivity states

and transition rates. Shappell et al. (2021) modeled the resting-state fMRI as an HMM with

independent Gaussian emissions, and both ADHD and TDC patients share the same graphs. The

results indicate that ADHD patients spend more time in the hyperconnected state and less time

in anticorrelated states compared to TDC. Motivated by these findings, we propose to model real-

world data by estimating shared graphs tθℓiju with group-specific transition rate matrices: QADHD

and QTDC. To analyze the difference of QADHD and QTDC, we can compare the average dwell time

differences at state ℓ for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k.

We analyze the resting-state fMRI from NYU ADHD dataset (Castellanos et al., 2008) re-

leased in the ADHD200 Initiative (Bellec et al., 2017). We use the standard Athena preprocessing

pipeline (Bellec et al., 2017) and select the subjects that pass the quality control test. To miti-

gate the age effects contributed to the development of ADHD, we select subjects within the age

range from 7 to 10 following the criterion discussed in (Park et al., 2021). Then, we parcellate

the time-series using the Automated Anatomical atLas (AAL) (Tzourio-Mazoyer et al., 2002),
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which has 116 regions of interest pp “ 116q. Each session has N “ 172 recorded time points uni-

formly sampled within a 6-minute time frame. Thus, for each test subject, we have 172 sample

points to estimate graphs of size p2 ˆ m ˆ k, resulting in unreliable estimates. Motivated by the

prior method (Shappell et al., 2021), we concatenate the time-series ens employ a joint estimator.

Specifically, we concatenate 15 TDC subjects and 15 ADHD-C subjects, resulting in a time-series

of length 5160. In the estimation step, we modify the proposed algorithm to estimate two QADHD

and QTDC in the M-step and then use the estimated QADHD and QTDC to compute the latent

probability at E-step separately. For model selection, we search the optimal number of states from

t2, 3, 4, 5, 6u and find the optimal λ from the exponential 10 uniform samples within the interval of

r´6,´9s. For parsimony and ease of interpretation, we use the linear basis function.

After model selection, we obtain 3 as the optimal number of states, and the optimal λ is

3.355ˆ 10´4. The results are shown in Figure 5. To compare the differences between the ADHD-C

group and TDC group, we calculate the average dwell time of the subjects at each state. This is

calculated as

τℓ,group “
1

ngroup

ngroup
ÿ

u“1

τℓ

´

tY puq
n un“t0,...,Nu;Qgroup, tθ

ℓ
iju

¯

,

where the group is either ADHD-C or TDC. The formula of τℓ is defined in (3.8). The result in

Table 3 indicates that ADHD-C group spends significantly more time at state 1, while the TDC

group spends significantly more time at state 2. Both groups spend a comparable amount of

time at state 3, which qualitatively matches previous observations of dwell time differences across

groups Shappell et al. (2021); Park et al. (2021).

group state 1 state 2 state 3

total time
TDC 2332.72 2063.35 1003.93

ADHD-C 2949.61 1409.28 1041.12

average time (τℓ,group)
TDC 155.51p31.645q 137.56p38.819q 66.93p33.188q

ADHD-C 196.64p50.811q 93.95p33.913q 69.41p22.549q

Table 3: The average dwell time of each group.

7 Discussion

Given the increasing interest in modeling real-world stochastic processes, which are more compli-

cated than stationary and linear structures, we provide a more flexible framework to model the

complex interactions with guarantees and provide the statistical guarantees of the algorithm. There

are several interesting directions for further exploration. Our approach assumes the slow-switching

nature of the latent process and proposes an approximation procedure. An interesting direction

would be studying how the transition rate, the values of Q, versus the observed sampling rate,

affects the estimation quality. Under the high switching rate, one potential remedy is to integrate

a second data modality that features a much higher sampling frequency. Motivated by the techno-

logical advances in the biomedical domain, we are able to obtain concurrent measurements of fMRI
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Figure 5: (a)–(c) are the connectomes of each state. The red arrow indicates that θℓij is positive

and the blue arrow indicates that θℓij is negative. The darker the color is, the larger the absolute

value of θℓij is. (d) shows estimated transition rate matrix. (e) Each figure is the probability

map P pZptnq | Y N
0 ;Qgroup, tθ

ℓ
ijuq of each subject. The x-axis is the time point and the y-axis is

accumulated probability that sums to 1. Left column shows the probability maps of all subject

from TDC group and right column shows the probability maps of all subject from ADHD-C group.

and EEG data, where EEG data has a much higher sampling frequency than that of fMRI. FMRI,

in contrast, features high spatial resolution compared to EEG (Debener et al., 2006), enabling us

to obtain a fine-grained graph from the brain. Hence, one direction for future work is to use one

modal (EEG) to uncover the hidden process and another modal (fMRI) to estimate the graph. The

question is, then, how to conduct faithful joint estimations. Additionally, we model an ordinary

differential process with additive observed noise. One direction to pursue is to understand under

what conditions, graph recovery is feasible when the observations are generated from stochastic dif-
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ferential equations. This enables a broader understanding of causal structures from data generated

from dynamical systems (Hansen and Sokol, 2014; Mogensen et al., 2018).
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A Tail bound of the Wavelet Shrinkage

This section discusses the proof of Proposition 4.1. We begin with stating the main proof, followed

by auxiliary lemmas.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. The proof is inspired by Theorem 3 in Brown and Cai (1998), and we

extend the concentration result on the expectation to the tail bound.

Here, we drop the index i “ 1, . . . , p of Xi for simplicity and study the univariate function. By

orthogonality of the wavelet basis and Parseval’s identity, we can decompose the objective function

as

|||X̂ ´X|||2 “

2j0
ÿ

ℓ“1

´

ξ̂j0ℓ ´ ξj0ℓ

¯2
`

J´1
ÿ

j“j0

2j
ÿ

ℓ“1

pη̂jℓ ´ ηjℓq
2

`

8
ÿ

j“J

2j
ÿ

ℓ“1

η2jℓ

“ T1 ` T2 ` T3,

where J “ log2N . Hence, the goal is to find the upper bounds for T1, T2, T3. To bound T1, T2, T3,

we will introduce additional terms. Recall that we first interpolate the discrete samples with the

basis function ΦJn to construct the continuous function:

X̃ptq “ N´1{2
N
ÿ

n“1

YnϕJnptq.

Now, define that

∆ptq “ N´1{2
N
ÿ

n“1

XptnqϕJnptq ´Xptq;

rptq “ N´1{2σ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

εnϕJnptq,

where ϕJn “ 2J{2ϕp2J t´ nq. It follows that

X̃ptq “ Xptq ` ∆ptq ` rptq.

Denote the subspace VJ to be the closed linear subspace of tϕJn, n “ 1, . . . , 2J “ Nu. The projection

to VJ of X̃, denoted as X̃J “ PVJ X̃, can be decomposed as

X̃Jptq “ XJptq ` ∆Jptq ` rJptq,

where XJ “ PVJX, ∆J “ PVJ∆, and rJ “ PVJ r. Hence, by construction, we can write,

ξ̂j0ℓ “ xXJ , ϕj0ℓy ` x∆J , ϕj0ℓy ` xrJ , ϕj0ℓy

“ ξj0ℓ ` d1
j0ℓ ` r1

j0ℓ, ℓ “ 1, . . . , 2j0 .

Furthermore, for j “ j0, . . . , J ´ 1

η̃jℓ “ xXJ , ψjℓy ` x∆J , ψjℓy ` xrJ , ψjℓy

“ ηjℓ ` djℓ ` rjℓ, ℓ “ 1, . . . , 2j . (A.1)
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For each j, we define the set

Ξj “ tℓ : supppψjℓq contains at least one jump point of Xptqu.

Therefore, by Lemma A.1, we can bound T3 as

T3 “

8
ÿ

j“J

ÿ

ℓPΞj

η2jℓ `

8
ÿ

j“J

ÿ

ℓRΞj

η2jℓ

ď

8
ÿ

j“J

Lpd` 2qC22´j `

8
ÿ

j“J

ÿ

ℓRΞj

C22´jp1`2αq

“ o
´

N´2α{p1`2αq
¯

,

where L is the length of the support of the mother wavelet and d is the number of switchings.

To find the upper bound of T1, we can write

T1 “

2j0
ÿ

ℓ“1

´

ξ̂j0ℓ ´ ξj0ℓ

¯2
“

2j0
ÿ

ℓ“1

`

r1
j0ℓ ` d1

j0ℓ

˘2
ď 2

2j0
ÿ

ℓ“1

pr1
j0ℓq

2 ` 2
2j0
ÿ

ℓ“1

pd1
j0ℓq

2.

Since r1
j0ℓ

“ N´1{2σ‹
řN
n“1 εnxϕJn, ϕj0ℓy, where εn for n “ 1 . . . , N are i.i.d. standard Gaussian

and the basis function can be decomposed as ϕj0ℓ “
řN
n“1xϕJn, ϕj0ℓyϕJn. It follows that r1

j0ℓ
„

N p0, N´1pσ‹q2q. Using the Gaussian tail bound, for each ℓ “ 1, . . . , 2j0 , we have

P

˜

ˇ

ˇr1
j0ℓ

ˇ

ˇ ě σ‹

c

2 logN{δ

N

¸

ď
2δ

N
.

Taking the union bound across ℓ “ 1, . . . , 2j0 , we have

P

˜

max
ℓ“1,...,2j0

ˇ

ˇr1
j0ℓ

ˇ

ˇ ě σ‹

c

2 logN{δ

N

¸

ď
2j0`1δ

N
.

We denote the event E1 as the event that maxℓ“1,...,2j0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
r1
j0ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď σ‹

a

2 logpN{δq{N . Since 2j0`1 ď N ,

it follow directly that E1 happens with probability at least 1´ δ. Conditioned on event E1, we have
T1

T1 ď 2j0`1pσ‹q2
logN{δ

N
` 2

2j0
ÿ

ℓ“1

pd1
j0kq2.

By Lemma A.2, it follows that

|||∆J |||2 “

2j0
ÿ

ℓ“1

pd1
j0ℓq

2 `

J´1
ÿ

j“j0`1

2j
ÿ

ℓ“1

pdjℓq
2 “ opN´2α{p1`2αqq. (A.2)

Hence,

T1 ď 2j0`1σ2
logN{δ

N
` 2

2j0
ÿ

ℓ“1

pd1
j0kq2 “ o

´

tlogpN{δq{Nu2α{p1`2αq
¯

.
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To bound T2, we decompose into two terms

T2 “

J´1
ÿ

j“j0

ÿ

ℓPΞj

pηjℓ ´ η̂jℓq
2 `

J´1
ÿ

j“j0

ÿ

ℓRΞj

pηjℓ ´ η̂jℓq
2 “ T21 ` T22. (A.3)

Before proceeding, we consider the event E2 be the event that

max
j,ℓ

|rjℓ| ď Cσ‹

c

2 logN{δ

N
“

1

3
λj,ℓ.

We can write

max
j,ℓ

|rjℓ| “ max
j,ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N´1{2σ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

εnxϕJn, ψjℓy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

By Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we have

ď N´1{2σ‹ max
n

|εn|max
j,ℓ

N
ÿ

n1“1

|xϕJn1 , ψjℓy|. (A.4)

Note that ψjℓptq “ 2j{2ψp2j{2t´ ℓq, and hence we can apply Lemma A.1 and obtain that

|xψjℓ, ϕJny| ď C2j{2´Jp1{2`αq.

Summing over n1 “ 1, . . . , 2J “ N , we can write

N
ÿ

n1“1

|xψjℓ, ϕJn1y| ď C2j{2`J{2´Jα.

Since j ď J and α ě 1, then it follows that

max
j,ℓ

N
ÿ

n1“1

|xϕJn1 , ψjℓy| ď C,

is bounded by a constant C. Therefore, we can bound (A.4) as

max
j,ℓ

|rjℓ| ď CN´1{2σ‹ max
n

|εn| .

Therefore, event E2 holds true if

max
n

N´1{2σ‹ |εn| ď σ‹

c

2 logN{δ

N
.

For each N´1{2σ‹ |εn|, we can apply the Gaussian tail bound and obtain

P

˜

N´1{2σ‹ |εn| ě σ‹

c

2 logN{δ

N

¸

ď 2
δ

N
.
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Taking union bound of n “ 1, . . . , N , we have

P

˜

max
n

N´1{2σ‹ |εn| ě σ‹

c

2 logN{δ

N

¸

ď 2δ.

Therefore, we can conclude that event E2 happens with probability at least 1 ´ 2δ. Since α ą 1{2,

by (A.2), we have |djℓ| ď σ‹p2 logpN{δq{Nq1{2 “ 3´1λjℓ. On the event E2, we can apply Lemma A.3

to (A.3) and obtain

T21 “

J´1
ÿ

j“j0

ÿ

ℓPΞj

pηjℓ ´ η̂jℓq
2 “

J´1
ÿ

j“j0

Lpd` 2q

ˆ

10

3
λ2jℓ ` 3d2jℓ

˙

ď
11

3

J´1
ÿ

j“j0

Lpd` 2qλ2jℓ “ o
´

plogpN{δq{Nq2α{p1`2αq
¯

,

where λjℓ “ 3σ‹
a

p2 logN{δq{N .

Finally, to find the upper bound of T22, we consider further splitting it into two terms:

T22 “

J1´1
ÿ

j“j0

ÿ

ℓRΞj

pηjℓ ´ η̂jℓq
2 `

J´1
ÿ

j“J1

ÿ

ℓRΞj

pηjℓ ´ η̂jℓq
2,

where

J1 “ C 1

Z

1

1 ` 2α
log2

N

2pσ‹q2 logpN{δq

^

,

where C 1 is an absolute constant. Note that, conditioned on event E2, for the first term of T22, we

can apply Lemma A.3 again and obtain

J1´1
ÿ

j“j0

ÿ

ℓRΞj

pηjℓ ´ η̂jℓq
2 ď

J1´1
ÿ

j“j0

2j
ˆ

10

3
λ2jℓ ` d2jℓ

˙

“ O
´

plogpN{δq{Nq2α{p1`2αq
¯

.

Finally, for j ě J1 and ℓ R Ξj , apply Lemma A.1, we have

|ηjℓ| ď σ‹

c

2 logN{δ

N
.

Conditioned on the event E2 and djℓ ď σ‹p
2 logN{δ

N q1{2, we can conclude that

|η̃jℓ| ď 3σ‹

c

2 logN{δ

N
“ λjℓ. (A.5)

Since η̂jℓ “ sgnpη̃jℓqp|η̃jℓ| ´ λjℓq`, we can conclude that

pη̂jℓ ´ ηjℓq
2

“ η2jℓ,

for j ě J1 and ℓ R Ξj . Therefore, we have

J´1
ÿ

j“J1

ÿ

ℓRΞj

pηjℓ ´ η̂jℓq
2 “

J´1
ÿ

j“J1

ÿ

ℓRΞj

η2jℓ ď C
J´1
ÿ

j“J1

2j2´jp1`2αq “ OpN´2αq. (A.6)
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Combining results of (A.5)–(A.6), we have T2 “ OptlogpN{δq{Nu2α{p1`2αqq. Conditioned on events

E1, E2, we can conclude that

|||X̂ ´X|||2 “ T1 ` T2 “ T3 “ C

ˆ

logN ´ log δ

N

˙2α{p1`2αq

.

Furthermore, P pE1 X E2q ě 1 ´ 3δ.

Lemma A.1 (Lemma 1 in Brown and Cai (1998)). Let f P ΛαpM,B, dq. Suppose that the wavelet

function ψ is r-regular with r ě α. Then:

1. If supppψjℓq does not contain any jump points of f , then

ηjℓ “ |xf, ψjℓy| ď C2´jp1{2`αq.

2. If supppψjℓq contains jump points of f , then

ηjℓ “ |xf, ψjℓy| ď C2´j{2.

Lemma A.2 (Adapted from Theorem 1 in Brown and Cai (1998)). Suppose that an uniformly

sampled function tfptnq, n “ 1, . . . , Nu is given with tn “ n{N for n “ 1, . . . , N . Let the wavelet

function ψ be r-regular with r ě α. Define f̂ptq “ N´1{2
řN
n“1 fptnqϕJnptq. Then, the approxima-

tion error satisfies

sup
fPΛαpM,B,dq

|||f̂ ´ f |||2 “ opN´2α{p1`2αqq.

Proof of Lemma A.2. The proof is a special case of Theorem 1 in Brown and Cai (1998), where

the cumulative density function H we use here is an identify function.

Lemma A.3. Recall the definitions of rjℓ and djℓ in (A.1). Suppose that |rjℓ| ď 3´1λjℓ and

|djℓ| ď 3´1λjℓ, then

pη̂jℓ ´ ηjℓq
2

ď
10

3
λ2jℓ ` 3d2jℓ.

Proof of Lemma A.3. Recall the soft thresholding estimator defined (3.1):

η̂i,jℓ “ sgnpη̃i,jℓqp|η̃i,jℓ| ´ λjℓq`.

We consider three cases.

Case 1. Suppose that |ηjℓ| ă 3´1λjℓ, we have

|η̃jℓ| “ |ηjℓ ` rjℓ ` djℓ| ď |ηjℓ| ` |rjℓ| ` |djℓ| ď λjℓ.

Hence

pη̂jℓ ´ ηjℓq
2

“ η2jℓ ď
1

9
λ2jℓ.

Case 2. Suppose that |ηjℓ| ą p5{3qλjℓ. In this case, we have

|η̃jℓ| ě |ηjℓ| ´ |rjℓ| ´ |djℓ| ě λjℓ.
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Hence

pη̂jℓ ´ ηjℓq
2

“ pdjℓ ` rjℓ ´ sgnpη̃jℓqλjℓq
2 ď 3d2jℓ `

10

3
λ2jℓ.

Case 3. Suppose that p1{3qλjℓ ď |ηjℓ| ď p5{3qλjℓ. In this case,

pη̂jℓ ´ ηjℓq
2

ď p3d2jℓ `
10

3
λ2jℓq _

1

9
λ2jℓ ď 3d2jℓ `

10

3
λ2jℓ.

Hence, we can conclude the results.

B The β-mixing Markov processes

This manuscript focuses on the analysis of of β-mixing Markov processes. Hence, it is important to

understand the sufficient conditions for a Markov process to be strictly stationary and β-mixing.

It is known that the positive recurrent process has a unique stationary distribution (Yin and Zhu,

2010, Theorem 4.3). The path to check whether a process is β-mixing, is often not straightforward

and consists of several steps. Our method is built on the integration of several pieces of founda-

tional studies (Meyn and Tweedie, 1992, 1993a,b, 2012). Instead of directly verifying the β-mixing

property, we start with checking the ergodicity of a process. The ergodicity describes a process

converging to a unique stationary distribution in the total variation distance. In the case of the

Markov process, this property is closely connected to the β-mixing property, which characterizes

the (in)dependency of two time points separated by an infinite number of time points. This is be-

cause once the process enters the stationary state, the initial condition does not matter to the state

of the current process and hence the independence of two time points is granted. Davydov (1974)

first formalized the relationship between mixing and ergodicity coefficients. As a result, our proof

steps start with verifying the Foster-Lyapunov inequality for the generator of the process, which

leads to the verification of the geometric ergodicity property (Meyn and Tweedie, 1993a). Finally,

with geometric ergodicity and other conditions, one can verify the β-mixing property. To begin

with, we review useful tools for the theories. Section B.1 introduces the generator of a Markov

process; Section B.2 discusses the details of mixing and ergodic process.

B.1 Markov processes and their generators

In this section, we will review the basic properties of Markov processes with a focus on the con-

struction of a Markov process. First, we introduce the definition of the Markov Process.

Definition 5 (Markov Process). Let B be the σ-field Borel sets in Rp. A stochastic process

Xptq P Rp, defined for t ě 0 on the probability space pΩ,B, P q is a Markov process, if for all A P B

and 0 ď s ă t,

P pXptq P A | σptXpuq, u ď suqq “ P pXptq P A | Xpsqq,

where σptXpuq, u ď suq is the σ-field generated by tXpuq, u ď su.

Hence, the ODE process:

dx “ fpxtqdt, (B.1)
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can be shown as a Markov process (Khasminskii, 2011). Furthermore, it is easy to see that the

joint processes (2.1)–(2.2) are Markov processes (Yin and Zhu, 2010).

Now let us stick with the simpler Markov process of the form (B.1). From Definition 5, we can

define a transition probability function as

P pXptq P A | Xpsq “ xq “ pps, x, t, Aq,

which satisfies the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation:

pps, x, t, Aq “

ż

Rp

pps, x, u, dyqppu, y, t, Aq, s ă u ă t. (B.2)

With the transition probability function, we can construct the Markov process with any initial distri-

bution. A time-homogeneous Markov process is a process with the transition function independent

of s: pps, x, t, Aq “ pps`u, x, t`u,Aq for any u ą 0. Hence, we can write pps, x, t, Aq “ ppx, t´s,Aq.

Now, suppose that pXptqqtě0 is a homogeneous Markov process with transition probability

function ppx, t, Aq. Then we define the operator Tt:

TtV pxq “

ż

ppx, t, dyqV pyq “ ExrV pXptqqs. (B.3)

Furthermore, by (B.2), we see that Tt`s “ TtTs and hence Tt is a homogeneous semigroup. Then

the generator is defined as

L V pxq “ lim
tÑ`0

TtV pxq ´ V pxq

t
.

With the generator, one can uniquely define the continuous transition probability function (Khas-

minskii, 2011, Chapter 3).

Generator of the Markov-switching ODE process. Now, let us work on the switching ODE

process discussed in this manuscript:

dx “ fpxt, ztqdt,

where zt P t1, . . . , ku for t ě 0 takes on a discrete value. Essentially pZptqqtě0 is a continuous-time

Markov chain with generator matrix Q. The underlying transition function P pXptq P A,Zptq P

B | Xp0q “ x, Zp0q “ zq “ pppx, zq, t, pA,Bqq is time-homogeneous. Then the generator is defined

similarly as:

L V px, zq “ lim
tÑ`0

TtV px, zq ´ V px, zq

t
,

with TtV px, zq “
ş

pppx, zq, t, pdy,dwqqV py, wq.

If V p¨, ℓq for each ℓ is a sufficiently smooth function, then the generator operator of such process

is defined as the following (Yin and Zhu, 2010, Chapter 2):

L V px, ℓq “ A V p¨, ℓqpxq ` QV px, ¨qpℓq, (B.4)

with

A V p¨, ℓqpxq “ ∇xV p¨, ℓqJfpx, ℓq, QV px, ¨qpℓq “

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

qℓℓ1V px, ℓ1q.

With the generator, we can also determine the stability, ergodicity, and mixing properties of

the Markov process. We selectively review the results that are most pertinent to our analysis. We

refer Khasminskii (2011); Meyn and Tweedie (2012) for more comprehensive discussions.
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B.2 Mixing and ergodicity of Markov processes

This section introduces the connection of the mixing property and the ergodicity property of a

Markov process. First, we define the β-mixing property. From a high-level perspective, the mixing

property describes the dependency of a stochastic process: if we take any two random variables

Xpsq, Xptq from a stochastic process, they will become asymptotically independent as the time

difference |t´ s| goes to infinity. Definition 1 defines the β-mixing for discrete stochastic processes,

here we define similarly for continuous-time stochastic processes.

Definition 6 (β-mixing for continuous-time process). Given ℓ ě 0, the β-mixing coefficient is

defined as,

βpℓq “ sup
t
βpF t

´8,F8
t`ℓq “ sup

t
}Pt,ℓ ´ P t´8 b P8

t`ℓ}TV,

where F t
´8 “ σptXpuq : u P p8, tsuq, F8

t`ℓ “ σptXpuq : u P rt ` ℓ,8quq. Pt,ℓ associates with the

σ-field pF t
´8 _ F8

t`ℓq, P
t
´8 associates with the σ-field F t

´8, and P8
t`ℓ associates with the σ-field

F8
t`ℓ. A stochastic process is said to be absolutely regular, or β-mixing, if βpℓq Ñ 0 as ℓ Ñ 8.

Hence, we say that a stochastic process is geometric β-mixing if βpℓq ď expp´cℓq for some

positive constant c.

Oftentimes, given a stochastic process, it is hard to verify the β-mixing property. As an al-

ternative, we can first verify whether the process is ergodic or not, which can be checked using

Foster-Lyapunov criterion. Let us define the ergodicity of a Markov process in the following.

Definition 7. A Markov process is called ergodic if a stationary distribution π exists and

lim
tÑ8

}ppx, t, ¨q ´ π}TV “ 0, x P X .

It is known that if a process is positive recurrent and if any discrete-sampled chain is irreducible,

then the process ergodic (Meyn and Tweedie, 1992, Theorem 6.1). As mentioned earlier, if a Markov

process is ergodic, then it is also mixing under additional mild conditions. The following lemma

formalizes the relation between ergodicity and β-mixing (Davydov, 1974; Masuda, 2007).

Lemma B.1 (Lemma 3.9 in Masuda (2007)). Let pXptqqtě0 be a Markov process. Let η, ppp¨, t, ¨qqtě0

and βXptq respectively denote initial distribution, transition function, and β-mixing coefficient of

pXptqqtě0. Suppose that there exist probability measure π on pX ,BpX qq, measurable function B,

and deterministic sequence pδptqqtě0 tending to 0 as t Ñ 8 for which

1. }ppx, t, ¨q ´ π}TV ď Bpxqδptq for which t ě 0 and x P X ;

2. κ :“ supsě0

ş

Bpxqηpp¨, s, dxq ă 8.

Then βXptq ď 2κδptq for any t P R`, that is, X is β-mixing at rate δptq.

Hence, to show that a process is geometric β-mixing, it suffices to show that a process is

geometric ergodicity defined in the following.

Definition 8 (Geometric Ergodicity). Suppose that the diffusion process pXptqqtě0 is positive re-

current and it has an unique stationary distribution π. We say that Xptq is geometrically ergodic

if there exists a constant γ ą 0 and a real valued function B such that for all t ą 0 and x P Rp:

}ppx, t, ¨q ´ π}TV ď Bpxq expp´γtq.
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B.2.1 Foster-Lyapunov criterion

Now, we have shown the connection between ergodicity and mixing. The next step is to understand

what characterizes a stochastic process to be geometric ergodic. Meyn and Tweedie (1993a) showed

that one can apply the Foster-Lyapunov criterion to check the geometric ergodicity of a stochastic

process. We first introduce the criterion. Recall in Section B.1 that L is a generator of a Markov

process pXptqqtě0.

Assumption 11. There exists a function V P DompL q and V pxq Ñ 8 as x Ñ 8 , and for some

c ą 0, d ă 8 such that

L V pxq ď ´cV pxq ` d.

Assumption 11 is a special case of (CD3) in Meyn and Tweedie (1993a). (CD3) is defined on the

extended generator Lm on the stopped process (see Meyn and Tweedie (1993a) for the definition)

whereas Assumption 11 is defined on the generator of the process L . However, under the condition

that V P DompL q, we have L V “ LmV . Having Assumption 11 alone is not sufficient to show

the geometric ergodicity. Instead, we need to ensure that there exists a discrete-sampled chain of

the original continuous process that behaves nicely on every compact set of BpX q, known as the

petite set (Meyn and Tweedie, 1992). Before stating the theorem, we introduce three additional

terms.

Definition 9 (Skeleton). The h̃-skeleton chain of pXptqqtě0 is X
ph̃q
n “ Xpnh̃q for a constant h̃ ą 0

and n P N Y t0u.

Hence, by definition, tX
ph̃q
n unPN is a discrete-time Markov chain. Now, for simplicity of notation,

suppose that a discrete-time Markov chain tXnunPN taking values in X and BpX q be the Borel sets

of X . We define the one-step transition probability function as ppx,Aq :“ ppx, h,Aq for x P X and

A P BpX q. We define a distribution a “ tapnqu on n P N as the sampling distribution that samples

the time points of tXnunPN. We call this sampled chain as Xa
n associated with the transition kernel

function:

Kapx,Aq “

8
ÿ

n“0

pnpx,Aqapnq. (B.5)

Definition 10 (Petite Set, adapted from Section 5.5.2 in Meyn and Tweedie (2012)). A set

C P BpX q is νa petite if the transition kernel function of the sampled chain satisfies:

Kapx,Bq ě νapBq,

for all x P C and B P BpX q, where νa is a non-trivial measure on BpX q.

Finally, we define the f -norm in the following.

Definition 11 (f -norm). For any positive measurable function f ě 1 and any signed measure:

}µ}f “ sup
|g|ďf

|µpgq| .

Under this definition, the total variation norm is equivalent as the f -norm with constant function

f “ 1. With the definitions of skeleton, petite set, and f -norm, we introduce the theory.
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Lemma B.2 (Theorem 6.1 of Meyn and Tweedie (1993a)). Suppose that pXptqqtě0 is a right

process, and that all compact sets are petite for some skeleton chain. If Assumption 11 holds, then

there exists γ ą 0 and B ă 8 such that

}ppx, t, ¨q ´ π}f ď Bfpxq expp´γtq, t ě 0, x P X , (B.6)

with f “ V ` 1, where V is defined in Assumption 11.

It is easy to see that }ppx, t, ¨q ´ π}TV ď }ppx, t, ¨q ´ π}V `1 and hence if (B.6) holds true, then

the process is geometric ergodic. Hence, to check the geometric ergodicity of a stochastic process,

one can verify whether Assumption 11 holds true. Additionally, to verify that the conditions all

compact sets are petite for a skeleton chain, we can apply Theorem 3.4 in (Meyn and Tweedie,

1992). We review them in the next section.

B.2.2 Petite set and skeleton chain

This section introduces the conditions when all compact sets are petite, required by Lemma B.2. As

Lemma B.3 indicates, there is a close connection between the Feller property and the irreducibility

of a Markov chain to the petite sets. Let pp¨, ¨q be the transition kernel of a discrete chain. For

example, the transition kernel of a h-skeleton chain is defined as ppx,Aq “ ppx, h,Aq for x P X and

BpX q. Define the quantity

Gpx,Aq “

8
ÿ

n“1

pnpx,Aq.

If Gpx,Aq ą 0, it implies that starting from x, A is reachable with positive probability. We

introduce the following definition from (Meyn and Tweedie, 1992).

Definition 12 (φ-irreducibility). tXnunPN is φ-irreducible if there exists a finite measure φ such

that Gpx,Aq ą 0 for all x P X whenever φpAq ą 0. φ is called a irreducible measure.

The Feller property characterizes the continuity of the transition kernel.

Definition 13. If the transition kernel pp¨, ¨q maps bounded continuous functions to bounded con-

tinuous functions, then it is weak Feller. If the transition kernel pp¨, ¨q maps all bounded measurable

functions to bounded continuous functions, then it is strong Feller.

Lemma B.3 (Theorem 3.4 in (Meyn and Tweedie, 1992)). Suppose that a Markov chain tXnunPN
taking values in X is φ-irreducible. Then either of the conditions implies that all compact subsets

of X are petite:

1. tXnunPN is Feller and an open φ-positive petite set exists

2. tXnunPN is Feller and supppφq has non-empty interior.

Hence if either the conditions in Lemma B.3 holds, we can fulfill partial requirements of

Lemma B.2. The Feller property of a stochastic process is fairly straightforward to check. In

contrast, to check the φ-irreducibility required by Lemma B.3, one way is to verify whether the

Markov chain is a T -chain and there exists a reachable point x˚ P X . To make our statement more

concrete, we define the T-chain and reachable point using the definitions in Section 6 of Meyn and

Tweedie (2012).
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Definition 14 (T-chain). T is a continuous component of Ka defined in (B.5) if

Kapx,Aq ě T px,Aq, x P X , A P BpX q,

where T p¨, Aq is a lower semicontinuous function for any A P BpX q. If T px,X q ą 0 for all x, then

tXnunPN is a T-chain.

Therefore, to verify a that the kernel T p¨, Aq is lower semicontinuous for every A P B, one can

check the following two properties.

Lemma B.4 (Lemma 3.1 in Cline and Huay-min (1998)). Assume X is locally compact and T :

X ˆ BpX q Ñ r0, 1s is a kernel and µ is a bounded measure on compact sets of X . If

1. for each ε and compact set K1,K2, there exists a δ ą 0 such that if A Ă K2 and µpAq ă δ,

then supyPK1
T py,Aq ă ε.

2. T p¨, Oq is lower semicontinuous for all (relatively compact) open sets,

then T p¨, Aq is lower semicontinuous for all A P BpX q.

Definition 15 (Reachable point). A point x˚ P X is reachable if for every open neighborhood of

x˚, denoted as O P BpX q,
ÿ

n

pnpx,Oq ą 0, x P X .

Lemma B.5 (Proposition 6.2.1 in (Meyn and Tweedie, 2012)). If tXnunPN is a T-chain, and X
contains one reachable point x˚, then Xn is φ-irreducible with φ “ T px˚, ¨q.

In conclusion, we summarize the steps to check the β-mixing property of a Markov process

pXptqqtě0. By Lemma B.1, geometrically ergodicity implies geometric β-mixing. To show that the

process is geometrically ergodic, we can apply Lemma B.2, which subsequently leads to verifying

Assumption 11 and Lemma B.3. We can verify Lemma B.3 by subsequently verifying the conditions

required by Lemma B.5. In the next section, we use this workflow to construct a few examples of

the switching ODEs that are geometric β-mixing.

B.2.3 Mixing property of the observed process

In the previous two sections, we introduce the tools to show that the joint process pZptq, Xptqq is

mixing. If pZptq, Xptqq is mixing, then it is more straightforward to show that the observation Yn
is mixing. To see why, we introduce the following properties.

Lemma B.6 (Lemma 3.6 in Vidyasagar (2013)). Suppose a real-valued stochastic process pXptqqtě0

is α-, β-, or ϕ-mixing, and that Y ptq “ fpXptqq where f : X Ñ R. Then pY ptqqtě0 is also α-, β-,

or ϕ-mixing, as appropriate.

Lemma B.7 (Lemma 3.7 in Vidyasagar (2013)). Suppose Xn is β-mixing, and that tUnu is i.i.d.

and also independent of tXnu. Suppose Yn “ fpXn, Unq, where f is a fixed measurable function.

Then tYnu is also β-mixing.
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B.3 Switching-diffusion processes

In previous sections, we have discussed the tools to check the mixing properties of a stochastic

process. In this section, we apply these tools to check the Foster-Lyapunov condition. We provide

two examples such that there exist some functions V satisfying LV ď ´cV ` d.

B.3.1 Linear model

We first consider a linear model. Let Aℓ P Rpˆp for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k. We define

9Xptq “ AZptqXptqdt.

We make the following assumption.

Assumption 12. Zptq has a unique stationary distribution π “ pπ1, . . . , πkq. Let G be positive

definite matrix and define µℓ “ 2´1λmaxpGAℓG
´1 ` G´1AJ

ℓ Gq. There exists a positive definite

matrix G such that
k
ÿ

ℓ“1

πℓµℓ ă 0

As we will see soon, Assumption 12 is a sufficient condition for L V pxq ď ´bV pxq ` c for

some V . Assumption 12 required for the switching system is weaker than the single dynamical

system. It says, the weighted average of the maximum eigenvalue, where the weight is the stationary

distribution, should be negative. This implies that some systems associated with the state ℓ can

be unstable, namely the maximum eigenvalue is positive.

Lemma B.8. Let Aℓ P Rpˆp for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k. We define

9Xptq “ AZptqXptqdt.

Suppose that Assumption 12 holds and x “ 0 is the equilibrium point and X is compact. Let C1 be

the set of continuously differentiable function. Then there exists a V px, ℓq such that V p¨, ℓq P C1 for

each ℓ, constants c1, d ą 0 and

L V px, ℓq ď ´c1V px, ℓq ` d, x P X .

Proof of Lemma B.8. Our proof closely follows the proof of Theorem 8.8 in Yin and Zhu (2010),

where it studies the stability of the switching ODE process. Define µ “ pµ1, . . . , µkq, υ “

´
řk
ℓ“1 πℓµℓ. Let c “ pc1, . . . , ckq be the solution to Qc “ µ ` υ1. First, we consider the Lya-

punov function

V px, ℓq “ p1 ´ γcℓqpxJG2xqγ{2, ℓ “ 1, . . . , k,

where γ P p0, 1q and 1 ´ γcℓ ą 0 for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k. Then it follows that

∇xV px, ℓq “ p1 ´ γcℓqpxJG2xqγ{2´1γG2x.
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Hence, following (B.4) and qℓℓ “ ´
ř

ℓ1‰ℓ qℓℓ1 , for x ‰ 0, we have

L V px, ℓq “ p1 ´ γcℓqγpxJG2xqγ{2´1xJG2pAℓxq ´
ÿ

ℓ‰ℓ1

qℓℓ1pxJG2xqγ{2γpcℓ1 ´ cℓq

“ p1 ´ γcℓqγpxJG2xqγ{2

#

xJGAℓx

xJG2x
´

ÿ

ℓ1‰ℓ

qℓℓ1

cℓ1 ´ cℓ
1 ´ γcℓ

+

.

Note that we can write

ÿ

ℓ1‰ℓ

qℓℓ1

cℓ1 ´ cℓ
1 ´ γcℓ

“

k
ÿ

ℓ1“1

qℓℓ1cℓ1 ´
ÿ

ℓ1‰ℓ

qℓℓ1

cℓp1 ´ cℓ1q

1 ´ γcℓ
γ

“

k
ÿ

ℓ1“1

qℓℓ1cℓ1 `Opγq,

where Opγq Ñ 0 as γ Ñ 0.

Let y “ Gx and write

xJG2Aℓx

xJG2x
“
xJpG2Aℓ `AJ

ℓ G
2qx

2xJG2x

“
yJG´1pG2Aℓ `AJ

ℓ G
2qG´1y

2yJy

ď
1

2
λmaxpG´1pG2Aℓ `AJ

ℓ G
2qG´1q “ µℓ.

This yields that

L V px, ℓq ď γV px, ℓq

#

µℓ ´

k
ÿ

ℓ1“1

qℓℓ1cℓ1 `Opγq

+

.

Since Qc “ µ` υ1, it follows that µℓ ´
řk
ℓ1“1 qℓℓ1cℓ1 “ ´υ ă 0. Hence

L V px, ℓq ď ´pυγqV px, ℓq ` γV px, ℓqOpγq

For a fixed γ, we then define c1 “ υγ ą 0. Since X is bounded and one can choose a proper γ such

that there exists a constant d ą 0 such that supxPX γV px, ℓqOpγq ă d.

B.3.2 General setting

We now consider a more general setting. The following two assumptions are common in studying

the dynamical systems (Skorokhod, 2009; Yin and Zhu, 2010).

Assumption 13. If x “ 0, then gpxq “ 0. Additionally, g is locally Lipschitz.

Assumption 14. There exists a constant, K0 ą 0 such that for each state ℓ “ 1, . . . , k,
›

›

›

›

›

p
ÿ

i“1

θℓigpxiq

›

›

›

›

›

2

ď K0p1 ` }x}2q,

where θℓi “ rθℓjis P Rpˆm

49



Assumption 13–14 guarantee the uniqueness of the solution (Skorokhod, 2009; Yin and Zhu,

2010).

Lemma B.9. Suppose that Assumption 13–14 hold. Given ℓ “ 1, . . . , k, assume that for all x P Rp
such that

xJ

#

p
ÿ

i“1

θℓ‹i gpxiq

+

ď βℓ}x}22 ` α,

for some constants βℓ, α. If

A “ ´2diagpβ1, . . . , βkq ´Q‹,

is an nonsingular M-matrix. Then, there exists a V px, ℓq such that V p¨, ℓq P C1 for each ℓ, constants

c1, d ą 0 and

L V px, ℓq ď ´c1V px, ℓq ` d, x P X .

Proof. This analysis is inspired by Theorem 5.1 in Yuan and Mao (2003), where it discusses the

stability of the Markov-switching SDEs. Here, we use their idea to construct the Lyapunov func-

tions. By the property of nonsingular M-matrix, there exists a positive vector, where all the entries

are positive values, υ “ pυ1, . . . , υkqJ such that

c̃ “ Aυ,

and entries of c̃ are all positive. Define the function

V px, ℓq “ υℓ}x}22.

Then, we can write

L V px, ℓq “ 2υℓx
J

#

p
ÿ

i“1

θℓ‹i gpxiq

+

`

k
ÿ

ℓ1“1

q‹
ℓℓ1υℓ}x}22

ď

˜

2υℓβℓ `

k
ÿ

ℓ1“1

q‹
ℓℓ1υℓ

¸

}x}22 ` 2αυℓ

“ ´c̃ℓ}x}22 ` 2αυℓ

“ ´
c̃ℓ
υℓ
υℓ}x}22 ` 2αυℓ.

Define c1 “ min c̃ℓυ
´1
ℓ and d “ maxℓ 2αυℓ, then the above term can be bounded as

ď ´c1V px, ℓq ` d.

Then, we complete the proof.

B.4 Irreducible chain

In this section, we discuss the properties that the joint stochastic process W ptq “ pZptq, Xptqq for

t ě is irreducible. We make the following assumptions.
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Assumption 15. For every px, ℓq with x P X and ℓ “ 1, . . . , k, we have pppx1, ℓ1q, h, pO, ℓqq ą 0 for

every open neighbor O P BpX q of x for every px, ℓ1q with x1 P X and ℓ1 “ 1, . . . , k.

Assumption 16. There exists a h̃ such that for every compact set K P X , the density function

pppx, ℓq, h, py, ℓ1qq is bounded for x P K, y P X , ℓ, ℓ1 “ 1, . . . , k.

Lemma B.10. Assume that Assumption 13–16 hold. Then, all compact sets are petite.

Proof of Lemma B.10. Define the joint stochastic processesW p¨q “ pZp¨q, Xp¨qq and the underlying

h̃-skeleton processesW ph̃q “ pZph̃q, Xph̃qq for some h̃ ą 0. From Theorem 2.18 in Yin and Zhu (2010),

under Assumption 13–14, it follows that W p¨q is weak-Feller. Hence, the h̃-skeleton W ph̃q is also

weak-Feller.

Next, we want to verify that the φ-irreducibility ofW ph̃q for some finite measure φ whose support

has non-empty interior. To check this property, under Assumption 15, we can apply Lemma B.5,

which leads to verifying that W ph̃qp¨q is a T -chain.

We want to verify that W ph̃qp¨q is a T -chain with T p¨, pA, ℓqq “ pp¨, h̃, pA, ℓqq,where A P BpX q

and ℓ “ 1, . . . , k. To this end, it suffices to check the two conditions in Lemma B.4. Note that,

by the weak-Feller condition, pp¨, h̃, pO, ℓqq is lower semicontinuous (see Meyn and Tweedie (2012,

Chapter 6)) for every open set O P BpX q. Hence the second condition of Lemma B.4 is verified.

Given a compact set K1 P X , let C be a constant depending on K1. Let µ be a measure on X .

To verify the first condition, under Assumption 16, we have

sup
xPK1,x1PX ,ℓ,ℓ1“1,...,k

pppx, ℓq, h̃, px1, ℓ1qq ď C.

Let δ “ ε{C. For any compact set K2 such that A Ă K2 and µpAq ă δ, then

sup
xPK1,ℓ,ℓ1“1,...,k

pppx, ℓq, h̃, pA, ℓ1qq “ sup
xPK1,ℓ,ℓ1“1,...,k

ż

A
pppx, ℓq, h̃, pdy, ℓ1qq ď CµpAq ă ε.

Then, we have verified the first condition of Lemma B.4.

To summarize, under Assumption 15–16,W ph̃q is a T-chain, defined in Definition 14, correspond-

ing to a continuous component pp¨, h̃, ¨q. Then, applying Lemma B.5, we can conclude that W ph̃q is

pppx, ℓqq, h̃, ¨q-irreducible for every px, ℓq P X ˆ rks. Finally, applying Lemma B.3, all compact sets

are petite.

B.5 Proof of Proposition 2.1

Let pp¨, s, ¨q be the transition function, and η be the initial distribution of pXptq, Zptqq.

Assumption 17. There exist positive constants υℓ for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k. such that

sup
sPR`

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

ż

pυℓ}x}22 ` 1qηpp¨, s, pdx, ℓqq ă 8,

Proof of Proposition 2.1. The analysis is similar to the proof of Proposition 2.2. In the first step,

under Assumption 13–14, 15–16, we can apply Lemma B.10. The second step is to apply Lemma B.2

using the result from Lemma B.9 and Assumption 17. The third step is the same as Step 3 in the

proof of Proposition 2.2. Then, we complete the proof.
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B.6 Proof of Proposition 2.2

Recall that pp¨, s, ¨q is the transition function, and η is the initial distribution of pXptq, Zptqq.

Assumption 18. There exists a constant γ P p0, 1q such that 1 ´ γcℓ ą 0 for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k. There

exists a positive definite matrix G such that

sup
sPR`

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

ż

!

p1 ´ γcℓqpxJG2xqγ{2 ` 1
)

ηpp¨, s, pdx, ℓqq ă 8.

Assumption 18 is the technical assumption required to verify the Condition 2 in Lemma B.1.

Proof of Proposition 2.2. Our proof consists of three steps. The first two steps are to show the

requirements for Lemma B.2 are fulfilled under the conditions stated in Proposition 2.2.

Step 1. Since the diffusion process is linear,
ř

i θ
ℓ‹
i gpXiptqq “ Aℓ, Assumption 13–14 are satisfied.

Together with Assumption 15–16, we can apply Lemma B.10. This completes showing the first

requirement of Lemma B.2: all compact sets are petite.

Step 2. Using the results from Lemma B.8 and Step 1, it follows from Lemma B.2 that

}pppx, ℓq, t, ¨q ´ π}TV ď }pppx, ℓq, t, ¨q ´ π}V `1 ď CpV px, ℓq ` 1q expp´ctq, t ě 0. (B.7)

for C ą 0 and c ą 0. Combining (B.7) with Assumption 18, we can apply Lemma B.1. Hence, we

see that pZptq, Xptqq is exponentially β-mixing.

Step 3. Since pZptq, Xptqq is exponentially β-mixing, it follows that the discrete sampled

process is β-mixing as well. Then, we can apply Lemma B.7, and show that the joint process

pZptnq, Xptnq, Ynq is β-mixing and hence we complete the proof.

C Proof of Proposition 4.2

By the mean value theorem, we have

ˇ

ˇMσ2pΘq ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ “ |Mσ2pΘq ´Mσ2pΘ‹q| ď κ
ˇ

ˇσ2 ´ σ2‹
ˇ

ˇ ;
ˇ

ˇMqℓℓ1 pΘq ´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ “
ˇ

ˇMqℓℓ1 pΘq ´Mqℓℓ1 pΘ
‹q
ˇ

ˇ ď κ |qℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1 | ℓ ‰ ℓ1 “ 1, . . . , k;

›

›

›
Mθℓi¨

pΘq ´ θℓ‹i¨

›

›

›

2
“

›

›

›
Mθℓi¨

pΘq ´Mθℓi¨
pΘ‹q

›

›

›

2
ď κ}θℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 i “ 1, . . . , p, ℓ “ 1, . . . , k.

Therefore, we have

distpMpΘq,Θ‹q ď κdistpΘ,Θ‹q.

D Truncated Continuous-time Markov Chain

In this section, we will show that under the mixing condition, the filtered/smoothing probabilities

are close to the truncated filtered/smoothing probabilities in total variation distance. Then, in the

later section, we will establish the statistical guarantees on the truncated filtered/smoothing prob-

abilities. We can view the sequences of filtered/smoothing probabilities as discrete-time stochastic

processes taking values in r0, 1s. The reason of performing an additional truncation step is because
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Zpt1q Zpt2q Zpt3q Zpt4q

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4

(a) Hidden Markov Model discussed in (Yang et al.,

2017)

Zpt1q Zpt2q Zpt3q Zpt4q

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4

(b) Proposed Model

Figure 6: Two Hidden Markov Models

the long-range dependence of such processes poses challenge in establishing statistical properties

like restricted eigenvalue condition and the deviation bound. In contrast, by construction, the

truncated filtered/smoothing processes are mixing, whose concentration bounds for sample mean

is known (Yu, 1994; Merlevède et al., 2011).

Our proof techniques are built upon van Handel (2008) and Yang et al. (2017) where we extend

and prior results to joint conditional processes P pZptnq, Zptn`1q | Y0, . . . , YN q for n “ 1, . . . , N .

Since the structures of the Hidden Markov model discussed in Yang et al. (2017) is different than

ours, as shown in Figure 6, it requires new analysis to show the mixing property. In Appendix D.1–

D.2, we respectively define the forward operator and the backward operator. Then using these

operators, we can analyze the properties of truncated smoothing probabilities in Appendix D.3.

D.1 Truncated Forward Probability

For shorthand of notation we define Zn “ Zptnq for n “ 1, . . . , N and Y n2
n1

“ tYn1 , . . . , Yn2u for

n1 ă n2. Recall that the transition matrix is P “ eQh with i, j-th entry being Pi,j for i, j “ 1, . . . , k.

Following similarly to the technique developed in Chapter 5 of van Handel (2008), we define Fn as

the operator of the n-th iteration for n ě 1:

pFnνqpjq “

ř

i P pYn | Zn “ j, Yn´1qPijνpiq
ř

i,j P pYn | Zn “ j, Yn´1qPijνpiq

Then, we can express the filtered probability as

P pZn “ j | Y n
0 q “

ř

i P pYn | Zn “ j, Yn´1qPijP pZn´1 “ i | Y n´1
0 q

ř

i,j P pYn | Zn “ j, Yn´1qPijP pZn´1 “ i | Y n´1
0 q

“ FnP pZn´1 | Y n´1
0 qpjq.

Iterate for n´ 1 times, we obtain P pZn “ j | Y n
0 q “ Fn ¨ ¨ ¨F2P pZ1 | Y 1

0 q.

Additionally, for n ą ℓ ě 1, we define the transition kernel operator as

Kℓ|npi, jq “ P pZℓ “ j | Zℓ´1 “ i, Y n
ℓ´1q.

Then, for n1 ă ℓ ď n we have

P pZℓ “ j | Y n
n1q “

ÿ

i

Kℓ|npi, jqP pZℓ´1 “ i | Y n
n1q.
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For ℓ1 ď n, we define

νℓ1|n “
P pY n

ℓ1`1 | Zℓ1 “ ¨, Yℓ1qνp¨q
ř

j P pY n
ℓ1`1 | Zℓ1 “ j, Yℓ1qνpjq

.

Define

νJ
ℓ1|nKℓ1`1|n “

ÿ

i

νℓ1|npiqKℓ1`1|npi, ¨q.

With simple computation, it leads to

Fn ¨ ¨ ¨Fℓ1`1ν “ νJ
ℓ1|nKℓ1`1|n ¨ ¨ ¨Kn|n.

The following lemma shows that the dependence of the filtered probability on the initial distri-

bution decays geometrically.

Lemma D.1 (Adapted from Lemma 13 in Yang et al. (2017)). If Assumption 9 is satisfied, then

for probability distribution ν, ν1 and n ě ℓ, we have

}Fn ¨ ¨ ¨Fℓ`1pν ´ ν 1q}8 ď ζ´2p1 ´ ζπminqn´ℓ}ν ´ ν 1}1.

Additionally, we have

max
i“1,...,k

ˇ

ˇppZn “ i | Y n
1 q ´ ppZn “ i | Y n

n´ℓq
ˇ

ˇ ď 2ζ´2p1 ´ ζπminqℓ.

Proof of Lemma D.1. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 13 in Yang et al. (2017), except

that the transition kernel operator and the forward operator defined in this manuscript are different

from the ones introduced in Yang et al. (2017). We study the case that the observation distribution

P pYn | Zn, Yn´1q depends on the previous observation Yn´1, whereas the observation distribution

defined in Yang et al. (2017) is independent to the previous observation Yn´1 given Zn. Despite

the differences, under Assumption 9, Yang et al. (2017) showed that Kℓ|n ě pζπminqPℓ|n with

Pℓ|n “
πpjqP pY n1

n`1 | Yn, Zn “ jqP pYn | Zn “ j, Yn´1q
ř

j πpjqP pY n1

n`1 | Yn, Zn “ jqP pYn | Zn “ j, Yn´1q
.

Hence, following the Doeblin minorization condition, we can decompose the transition kernel op-

erator as

Kℓ|n “ ζπminPℓ|n ` p1 ´ ζπminqQℓ|n,

where Qℓ|n is some transition kernel operator. Then, the rest follows similarly to the proof of

Lemma 13 in Yang et al. (2017).

The mixing property, Assumption 9 also guarantees that the conditional probability P pY n
ℓ`1 |

Zℓ “ ¨, Yℓq is well-behaved.

Lemma D.2. Under Assumption 9 and n ě ℓ, the following inequality holds:

maxi P pY n
ℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

mini P pY n
ℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

ď ζ´2.
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Proof of Lemma D.2. Write

P pY n
ℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq “

ÿ

zn,...,zℓ`1

P pYn | zn, Yn´1qP pzn | zn´1q ¨ ¨ ¨P pYℓ`1 | zℓ`1, YℓqP pzℓ`1 | Zℓ “ iq

ď ζ´1
ÿ

zn,...,zℓ`1

P pYn | zn, Yn´1qP pzn | zn´1q ¨ ¨ ¨P pYℓ`1 | zℓ`1, Yℓqπpzℓ`1q,

(D.1)

where the last line follows from Assumption 9. Similarly, we have

P pY n
ℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq ě ζ

ÿ

zn,...,zℓ`1

P pYn | zn, Yn´1qP pzn | zn´1q ¨ ¨ ¨P pYℓ`1 | zℓ`1, Yℓqπpzℓ`1q (D.2)

Taking the maximum with respect to i on the left side of (D.1) and minimum with respect to i on

the left side of (D.2), we can conclude that

maxi P pY n
ℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

mini P pY n
ℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

ď ζ´2.

D.2 Truncated Backward Probability

To define the backward recursion, we first look at

P pZn | Zn`1, Ynq “
P pZn | YnqP pZn`1 | Zn, Ynq

P pZn`1 | Ynq
“
P pZn | YnqP pZn`1 | Znq

P pZn`1 | Ynq
,

where the equality follows by the fact that Zn`1 KK Yn | Zn. With this equality, let N ě n1 ą n,

we have

P pY n1

n`1, Yn, Zn`1, Znq “ P pZn | Zn`1, YnqP pYn | Yn`1, Zn`1qP pY n1

n`1, Zn`1q

“
P pZn | YnqP pZn`1 | Znq

P pZn`1 | Ynq
P pYn | Zn`1, Yn`1qP pY n1

n`1, Zn`1q.

Therefore, we can write the backward recursion formula as

P pZn “ i | Y n1

n q “

ř

j
P pZn“i|Ynq

P pZn`1“j|Ynq
P pYn | Zn`1 “ j, Yn`1qPijP pZn`1 “ j | Y n1

n`1q

ř

i,j
P pZn“i|Ynq

P pZn`1“j|Ynq
P pYn | Zn`1 “ j, Yn`1qPijP pZn`1 “ j | Y n1

n`1q
.

Hence, we define F̃n similarly as Fn:

pF̃nν̃qpiq “

ř

j
P pZn“i|Ynq

P pZn`1“j|Ynq
PijP pYn | Zn`1 “ j, Yn`1qν̃pjq

ř

i,j
P pZn“i|Ynq

P pZn`1“j|Ynq
PijP pYn | Zn`1 “ j, Yn`1qν̃pjq

.

We immediately get P pZn | Y N
n q “ F̃n ¨ ¨ ¨ F̃N´1P pZN | YN q. Additionally, for n ď ℓ ď n1, we define

the backward transition kernel operator as

K̃n|ℓpj, iq “
PijP pYℓ`1 | Zℓ`1 “ j, YℓqP pZℓ “ i, Y ℓ

nq
ř

i PijP pYℓ`1 | Zℓ`1 “ j, YℓqP pZℓ “ i, Y ℓ
nq

“ P pZℓ “ i | Zℓ`1 “ j, Y ℓ`1
n q,
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which leads to

P pZℓ | Y n1

n q “
ÿ

j

K̃n|ℓpj, ¨qP pZℓ`1 “ j | Y n1

n q.

More generally, define

ν̃n|ℓ “
P pY ℓ´1

n | Zℓ “ ¨, Yℓqν̃p¨q
ř

j P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ j, Yℓqν̃pjq

.

Then, we define

ν̃J
n|ℓK̃n|ℓ´1 “

ÿ

j

ν̃n|ℓpjqK̃n|ℓ´1pj, ¨q.

Finally, we have

F̃n ¨ ¨ ¨ F̃ℓ´1ν̃ “ ν̃J
n|ℓK̃n|ℓ´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ K̃n|n. (D.3)

Lemma D.3. Under Assumption 8, 9, and for any probability distributions ν̃, µ̃ and n ď ℓ, we

have

}F̃n ¨ ¨ ¨ F̃ℓ´1pν̃ ´ µ̃q}8 ď 2pπminζq´2
␣

1 ´ pπminζq2
(ℓ´n

}ν̃ ´ µ̃}1.

Furthermore,

max
i“1,...,k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ppZn “ i | Y N

n q ´ ppZn “ i | Y ℓ
nq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 4pπminζq´2

␣

1 ´ pπminζq2
(ℓ´n

.

Proof of Lemma D.3. The proof follows similarly to the proof of Lemma D.1. To show the first

statement, it suffices to show the contraction of the transition kernel operator K̃n|ℓ following (D.3).

Under Assumption 9– 8, we have

ζπminπpiq ď Pij ď pζπminq´1πpiq. (D.4)

With this fact, K̃n|ℓ is lower bounded by

K̃n|ℓpj, iq “
PijP pYℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, YℓqP pZℓ “ i, Y ℓ

nq
ř

i PijP pYℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, YℓqP pZℓ “ i, Y ℓ
nq

ě pζπminq2
πpiqP pYℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, YℓqP pZℓ “ i, Y ℓ

nq
ř

i πpiqP pYℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, YℓqP pZℓ “ i, Y ℓ
nq
.

Define

P̃n|ℓpj, iq “
πpiqP pYℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, YℓqP pZℓ “ i, Y ℓ

nq
ř

i πpiqP pYℓ`1 | Zℓ “ i, YℓqP pZℓ “ i, Y ℓ
nq
,

for all i, j “ 1, . . . , k. Then, we can write

K̃n|ℓ “ pζπminq2P̃n|ℓ `
␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(

Q̃n|ℓ,

where Q̃n|ℓ is a transition kernel operator.

Note that for any ν̃, µ̃, we have ν̃J
n|ℓ`1P̃n|ℓ “ µ̃J

n|ℓ`1P̃n|ℓ. Iterate over n´ ℓ iterations, we have

F̃n ¨ ¨ ¨ F̃ℓ´1pν̃ ´ µ̃q “
␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(ℓ´n

pν̃n|ℓ ´ µ̃n|ℓq
JQ̃n|ℓ´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Q̃n|n.
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It follows that

}F̃n ¨ ¨ ¨ F̃ℓ´1pν̃ ´ µ̃q}8 “
␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(ℓ´n

}pν̃n|ℓ ´ µ̃n|ℓq
JQ̃n|ℓ´1 ¨ ¨ ¨ Q̃n|n}8

ď
␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(ℓ´n

}ν̃n|ℓ ´ µ̃n|ℓ}2

ℓ
ź

i“n

}Q̃n|i}2.

Since Q̃n|ℓ is a transition kernel operator, it follows that }Q̃n|ℓ}2 ď 1 for all i “ n, . . . , ℓ. Then, we

can further bound the above display as

ď
␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(ℓ´n

}ν̃n|ℓ ´ µ̃n|ℓ}2

ď
␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(ℓ´n

"›

›

›

›

P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ ¨, Yℓq

ř

j P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ j, Yℓqν̃pjq

pν̃p¨q ´ µ̃p¨qq

›

›

›

›

2

`

˜

1
ř

j P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ j, Yℓqν̃pjq

´
1

ř

j P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ j, Yℓqµ̃pjq

¸

ˆ }P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ ¨, Yℓqµ̃p¨q}2

*

. (D.5)

Note that
›

›

›

›

P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ ¨, Yℓq

ř

j P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ j, Yℓqν̃pjq

pν̃p¨q ´ µ̃p¨qq

›

›

›

›

2

ď

›

›

›

›

P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ ¨, Yℓq

ř

j P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ j, Yℓqν̃pjq

pν̃p¨q ´ µ̃p¨qq

›

›

›

›

1

ď
maxi P pY ℓ´1

n | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

mini P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

}ν̃ ´ µ̃}1. (D.6)

Furthermore,

˜

1
ř

j P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ j, Yℓqν̃pjq

´
1

ř

j P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ j, Yℓqµ̃pjq

¸

}P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ ¨, Yℓqµ̃p¨q}2.

Applying the fact that }P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ ¨, Yℓqµ̃p¨q}2 ď }P pY ℓ´1

n | Zℓ “ ¨, Yℓqµ̃p¨q}1, we can further

bound the above display as

ď
1

ř

j P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ j, Yℓqν̃pjq

˜

ÿ

j

P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ j, Yℓqµ̃pjq ´

ÿ

j

P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ j, Yℓqν̃pjq

¸

ď
maxi P pY ℓ´1

n | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

mini P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

}µ̃´ ν̃}1. (D.7)

Plugging (D.6)– (D.7) into (D.5), we arrive at

}F̃n ¨ ¨ ¨ F̃ℓ´1pν̃ ´ µ̃q} ď 2
␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(ℓ´n

ˆ

maxi P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

mini P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

}ν̃ ´ µ̃}1

˙

. (D.8)
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Note that we have pζπminqC0 ď P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq ď pζπminq´1C0, where

C0 “
ÿ

zn,...,zℓ´1

P pzn | zn`1, YnqP pYn | Yn`1, zn`1q ¨ ¨ ¨P pzℓ´2 | zℓ´1, Yℓ´2qP pYℓ´2 | zℓ´1, Yℓ´1

ˆ
P pzℓ´1 | Yℓ´1q

P pzℓ | Yℓ´1q
P pYℓ´1 | Zℓ “ i, Yℓqπpiq.

Hence,
maxi P pY ℓ´1

n | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

mini P pY ℓ´1
n | Zℓ “ i, Yℓq

ď pζπminq´2.

Applying the above inequality to (D.8), we conclude the first statement. The second statement is

shown by choosing ν̃ “ P pZℓ | Yℓq, µ̃ “ P pZℓ | Y N
ℓ q and using the fact that }ν̃ ´ µ̃}1 ď 2.

D.3 Truncated Smoothing Probability

Proof of Lemma 4.4. First, we can express

P

ˆ

Zn, Zn`1, Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

˙

“ P
´

Zn, Y
n

pn´rq_0

¯

P pZn`1 | ZnqP pYn`1 | Zn`1, YnqP
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`2 | Zn`1, Yn`1

¯

“ P
´

Zn | Y n
pn´rq_0

¯

P
´

Zn`1 | Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯

P pZn`1 | ZnqP pYn`1 | Zn`1, Ynq

ˆ

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯

P
´

Y n
pn´rq_0

¯

P pZn`1, Yn`1q
.

This implies that

P

ˆ

Zn “ i, Zn`1 “ j | Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

˙

“ P
´

Zn | Y n
pn´rq_0

¯

P
´

Zn`1 | Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯ P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1 | Yn

¯

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1 | Y n

pn´rq_0

¯

PijP pYn`1 | Zn`1, YnqP pYnq

P pZn`1, Yn`1q
.

Similarly, we can write

P

ˆ

Zn “ i, Zn`1 “ j | Y N
1

˙

“ P pZn | Y n
1 qP

`

Zn`1 | Y N
n`1

˘ P
`

Y N
n`1 | Yn

˘

P
`

Y N
n`1 | Y n

0

˘

PijP pYn`1 | Zn`1, YnqP pYnq

P pZn`1, Yn`1q
.

Define aij “ PijP pYn`1 | Zn`1, YnqP pYnq{P pZn`1, Yn`1q for i, j “ 1, . . . , k and

B “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pY N
n`1qP pY n

0 q

P pY N
0 q

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

¯

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯

P
´

Y n
pn´rq_0

¯ ´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

(D.9)
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Hence, we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P

ˆ

Zn “ i, Zn`1 “ j | Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

˙

´ P

ˆ

Zn “ i, Zn`1 “ j | Y N
1

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď aij

#

P pY N
n`1 | Ynq

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

0 q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
P pZn | Y n

0 qP pZn`1 | Y N
n`1q ´ P

´

Zn | Y n
pn´rq_0

¯

P
´

Zn`1 | Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`B
P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1 | Yn

¯

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1 | Y n

pn´rq_0

¯P
´

Zn | Y n
pn´rq_0

¯

P
´

Zn`1 | Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯

+

ď δ´1
min

#

P pY N
n`1 | Ynq

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

0 q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
P pZn | Y n

0 qP pZn`1 | Y N
n`1q ´ P

´

Zn | Y n
pn´rq_0

¯

P
´

Zn`1 | Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`B
P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1 | Yn

¯

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1 | Y n

pn´rq_0

¯P
´

Zn | Y n
pn´rq_0

¯

P
´

Zn`1 | Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯

+

. (D.10)

First we note that

P pY N
n`1q

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

0 q
“

ř

i P pY N
n`1 | Zn “ i, YnqP pZn “ i | Ynq

ř

i P pY N
n`1 | Zn “ i, YnqP pZn “ i | Y n

0 q
ď

maxi P pY N
n`1 | Zn “ i, Ynq

mini P pY N
n`1 | Zn “ i, Ynq

ď ζ´2,

(D.11)

where the last inequality follows Lemma D.2. Similarly, it can be shown that

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1 | Yn

¯

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1 | Y n

pn´rq_0

¯ ď ζ´2. (D.12)

Secondly, by Lemma D.1 and Lemma D.3, we have

|P pZn |Y n
0 qP pZn`1 | Y N

n`1q ´ P
´

Zn | Y n
pn´rq_0

¯

P
´

Zn`1 | Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯

|

ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
P pZn | Y n

0 q ´ P
´

Zn | Y n
pn´rq_0

¯
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
P pZn`1 | Y N

n`1q ´ P
´

Zn`1 | Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2ζ´2p1 ´ ζπminqr ` 4pζπminq´2
␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

ď 6pζπminq´2
␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

.

(D.13)

Collecting the results from (D.11)– (D.13) and Lemma D.4, we can bound (D.10) as

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P

ˆ

Zn “ i, Zn`1 “ j | Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

˙

´ P

ˆ

Zn “ i, Zn`1 “ j | Y N
1

˙ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď Cδ´1
minζ

´8π´2
minp1´pζπminq2qr´1,

where C is some constant.

To show the second statement, we can write

P pZn | Y N
0 q “ P pZn | Y N

n qP pZn | Y n
0 q

P pY N
n`1 | Ynq

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

0 q

1

P pZn | Ynq
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Similarly, we have

P
´

Zn | Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

¯

“ P pZn | Y pn`rq^N
n qP pZn | Y n

pn´rq_0q
P pY

pn`rq^N
n`1 | Ynq

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

pn´rq_0q

1

P pZn | Ynq
.

Hence, we can obtain the following upper bound

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pZn |Y N
0 q ´ P

´

Zn | Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

¯

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
1

P pZn | Ynq

P pY N
n`1 | Ynq

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

0 q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
P pZn | Y N

n qP pZn | Y n
0 q ´ P pZn | Y pn`rq^N

n qP pZn | Y n
pn´rq_0q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`
1

P pZn | Ynq

P pY
pn`rq^N
n`1 | Ynq

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

pn´rq_0q
BP pZn | Y pn`rq^N

n qP pZn | Y n
pn´rq_0q,

where B is defined in (D.13). Note that we can write

ˇ

ˇP pZn | Y N
n qP pZn | Y n

0 q ´ P pZn | Y pn`rq^N
n qP pZn | Y n

pn´rq_0q
ˇ

ˇ

ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
P pZn | Y N

n q ´ P pZn | Y pn`rq^N
n q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
P pZn | Y n

0 q ´ P pZn | Y n
pn´rq_0q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 4pζπminq´2
␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r

` 2ζ´2p1 ´ ζπminqr

ď 6pζπminq´2
␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r
. (D.14)

Collecting the results from (D.11)– (D.12), (D.14) and Lemma D.4, we can conclude that

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pZn | Y N
0 q ´ P

´

Zn | Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

¯

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
10

P pZn “ i | Ynq
ζ´8π´2

min

␣

p1 ´ pζπminq2qr _ p1 ´ ζπminqr´1
(

ď
10

δmin
ζ´8π´2

min

␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

Lemma D.4. Under Assumption 9 and given r P N, we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

¯

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯

P
´

Y n
pn´rq_0

¯

P pY N
n`1qP pY n

0 q

P pY N
0 q

´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 4ζ´4kp1 ´ ζπminqr´1
␣

ζ´2p1 ´ ζπminq _ 1
(

.

(D.15)

Proof of Lemma D.4. We consider four cases.

Case 1 : n` r ą N , n´ r ă 0. It follows that

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0

¯

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N
n`1

¯

P
´

Y n
pn´rq_0

¯

P pY N
n`1qP pY n

0 q

P pY N
0 q

“ 1.
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Case 2 : n` r ă N , n´ r ą 0. We can write the left hand side of (D.15) as
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pY n`r
n`1 | Y n

n´rqP pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

n`1 q

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

0 q
´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pY n`r
n`1 | Y n

n´rqP pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

n`1 q

P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

0 qP pY n`r
n`1 | Y n

0 q
´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
P pY N

n`r`1 | Y n`r
n`1 q

P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

0 q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pY n`r
n`1 | Y n

n´rq ´ P pY n`r
n`1 | Y n

0 q

P pY n`r
n`1 | Y n

0 q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

n`1 q ´ P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

0 q

P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

0 q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

. (D.16)

We can write
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pY n`r
n`1 | Y n

n´rq ´ P pY n`r
n`1 | Y n

0 q

P pY n`r
n`1 | Y n

0 q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ř

i P pY n`r
n`1 | Zn “ i, Ynq

␣

P pZn “ i | Y n
n´rq ´ P pZn “ i | Y n

1 q
(
ˇ

ˇ

ř

i P pY n`r
n`1 | Zn “ i, YnqP pZn “ i | Y n

0 q

ď
maxi P pY n`r

n`1 | Zn “ i, Ynq

mini P pY n`r
n`1 | Zn “ i, Ynq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

i

P pZn “ i | Y n
n´rq ´ P pZn “ i | Y n

1 q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

Apply Lemma D.1– D.2, we can upper bound the above display as

ď 2ζ´4kp1 ´ ζπminqr (D.17)

Similarly, we can use the same technique to show that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

n`1 q ´ P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

0 q

P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

0 q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2ζ´4kp1 ´ ζπminqr´1. (D.18)

Apply Lemma D.2, we have

P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

n`1 q

P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

0 q
“

ř

i P pY N
n`r`1 | Zn “ i, Yn`rqP pZn “ i | Y n`r

n`1 q
ř

i P pY N
n`r`1 | Zn “ i, Yn`rqP pZn “ i | Y n`r

1 q

ď
maxi P pY N

n`r`1 | Zn`r “ i, Yn`rq

mini P pY N
n`r`1 | Zn`r “ i, Yn`rq

ď ζ´2. (D.19)

Plug the results (D.17)– (D.19) back into (D.16) and we can conclude that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pY n`r
n`1 | Y n

n´rqP pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

n`1 q

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

0 q
´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 4ζ´4kp1 ´ ζπminqr´1
␣

ζ´2p1 ´ ζπminq _ 1
(

.

Case 3 : n` r ą N , n´ r ą 0. In this case, we can express the left hand side of (D.15) as
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

n´rq

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

0 q
´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇP pY N
n`1 | Y n

n´rq ´ P pY N
n`1 | Y n

0 q
ˇ

ˇ

P pY N
n`1 | Y n

0 q

ď
maxi P pY N

n`1 | Zn “ i, Ynq

mini P pY N
n`1 | Zn “ i, Ynq

ÿ

i

ˇ

ˇP pZn “ i | Y n
n´rq ´ P pZn “ i | Y n

0 q
ˇ

ˇ

ď 2ζ´4kp1 ´ ζπminqr.
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Case 4 : n` r ă N , n´ r ă 0. In this case, we can express the left hand side of (D.15) as

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pY n`r
0 qP pY N

n`1q

P pY n`r
n`1 qP pY N

0 q
´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

n`1 q

P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

0 q
´ 1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇP pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

n`1 q ´ P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

0 q
ˇ

ˇ

P pY N
n`r`1 | Y n`r

0 q

ď
maxi P pY N

n`r`1 | Zn`r “ i, Yn`rq

mini P pY N
n`r`1 | Zn`r “ i, Yn`rq

ˆ
ÿ

i

ˇ

ˇP pZn`r “ i | Y n`r
n`1 q ´ P pZn`r “ i | Y n`r

0 q
ˇ

ˇ

ď 2ζ´4kp1 ´ ζπminqr´1.

Combining the results from Case 1–4, we can conclude (D.15).

E Proof Sketch of one-step update

In this section, we show the contraction of the distance between the estimated parameter to the

true parameter via one update of EM algorithm. In Section E.1, we discuss the one-step update

of θℓi ; in Section E.2, we discuss the one-step update of σ2; in Section E.3, we discuss the one-step

update of Q.

E.1 Proof of Lemma 4.3

Recall the notation introduced in Section 4.3. The quantity of interest is ∆ “ θ̂ ´ θ‹ and Y ∆
n “

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i. In the following, we show the contraction of ∆ at each iterate of the EM algorithm.

By construction, it follows that

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

Y ∆
n ´ θΨ̂ptnq

)2
` λ}θ}

1,K̂Ψ
ď

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

Y ∆
n ´ θ‹Ψ̂ptnq

)2
` λ}θ‹}

1,K̂Ψ
.

By rearranging the above equation, we arrive at

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

´

∆Ψ̂ptnq

¯2

ď λ
´

}θ‹}
1,K̂Ψ

´ }θ}
1,K̂Ψ

¯

`
2

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

Y ∆
n ´ θ‹Ψ̂ptnq

)

Ψ̂ptnqJ∆J. (E.1)

Recall that Θ̌ “ MpΘq “ argmaxΘ1 LpΘ1 | Θq. Then using the fact that ∇Θ̌LpΘ̌ | Θq “ 0, we have

N
ÿ

n“1

E
“

wΘ,ℓptnq
␣

Y ∆
n ´ θ̌Ψptnq

(

ΨptnqJ
‰

“ 0. (E.2)
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Therefore, we can rearrange

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

Y ∆
n ´ θ‹Ψ̂ptnq

)

Ψ̂ptnqJ

“
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

Y ∆
n ´ θ‹Ψ̂ptnq

)

Ψ̂ptnqJ ´
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq
␣

Y ∆
n ´ θ‹Ψptnq

(

ΨptnqJ

`
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq
␣

Y ∆
n ´ θ‹Ψptnq

(

ΨptnqJ ´
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnq
␣

Y ∆
n ´ θ‹Ψptnq

(

ΨptnqJ
‰

`
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnq
␣

Y ∆
n ´ θ‹Ψptnq

(

ΨptnqJ
‰

´
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E
“

wΘ,ℓptnq
␣

Y ∆
n ´ θ‹Ψptnq

(

ΨptnqJ
‰

`
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E
“

wΘ,ℓptnq
␣

Y ∆
n ´ θ‹Ψptnq

(

ΨptnqJ
‰

´
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E
“

wΘ,ℓptnq
␣

Y ∆
n ´ θ̌Ψptnq

(

ΨptnqJ
‰

,

where the last term is zero following (E.2). Define the following quantity

Kw
Ψ “ Kw

ΨpΘq “
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E
“

wΘ,ℓptnqΨptnqΨptnqJ
‰

. (E.3)

Then, we can write

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

Y ∆
n ´ θ‹Ψ̂ptnq

)

Ψ̂ptnqJ “ θ‹∆Ψ ` ∆w ` ∆ε ` pθ̌ ´ θ‹qKw
Ψ , (E.4)

where ∆Ψ is defined in (4.5), ∆w is defined in (4.6), and ∆ε is defined in (4.4). Plug the result (E.4)

back to (E.1), we have

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

wΘ,ℓptnq

´

∆Ψ̂ptnq

¯2
ď λ

´

}θ‹}
1,K̂Ψ

´ }θ}
1,K̂Ψ

¯

` 2σmaxpKw
Ψq}∆}2}θ̌ ´ θ‹}2

` 2}∆}
1,K̂Ψ

´

}∆ε}8,K̂˚
Ψ

` }∆w}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
` }θ‹∆Ψ}

8,K̂˚
Ψ

¯

, (E.5)

where }∆ε}8,K̂˚
Ψ

“ maxj“1,...,p }∆ε,j}K̂˚
Ψj

and } ¨ }
K̂˚

Ψj

is the dual norm of } ¨ }
K̂Ψj

.

Define S to be the support set of θ‹ and Sc be the complement of S. Using the fact that

λ ě 4
´

}∆ε}8,K̂˚
Ψ

` }∆w}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
` }θ‹∆Ψ}

8,K̂˚
Ψ

¯

,

we have

λ
´

}θ‹}
1,K̂Ψ

´ }θ}
1,K̂Ψ

¯

` 2}∆}
1,K̂Ψ

´

}∆ε}8,K̂˚
Ψ

` }∆w}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
` }θ‹∆Ψ}

8,K̂˚
Ψ

¯

ď λ
´

}θ‹}
1,K̂Ψ

´ }θ‹ ` ∆}
1,K̂Ψ

¯

`
λ

2
}∆}

1,K̂Ψ

“ λ
´

}θ‹
S}

1,K̂Ψ
´ }pθ‹ ` ∆qS}

1,K̂Ψ
´ }∆Sc}

1,K̂Ψ

¯

`
λ

2

´

}∆S}
1,K̂Ψ

` }∆Sc}
1,K̂Ψ

¯

ď
3λ

2
}∆S}

1,K̂Ψ
´
λ

2
}∆Sc}

1,K̂Ψ
. (E.6)
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From the result of (E.6) and the facts that (i) the left hand side of (E.6) is lower bounded by 0

and (ii)

λ ě
4

?
s

σmaxpKΨq

maxj σmaxpK̂Ψj q
}θ̌ ´ θ‹}2,

we can conclude that

λ

2
}∆Sc}

1,K̂Ψ
ď

3λ

2
}∆S}

1,K̂Ψ
` 2σmaxpKw

Ψq}∆}2}θ̌ ´ θ‹}2.

Define KΨ “ N´1
řN
n“1 ErΨptnqΨptnqJs and it follows that σmaxpKw

Ψq ď σmaxpKΨq. Therefore, we

can upper bound the above display as

ď
3λ

2
}∆S}

1,K̂Ψ
` 2σmaxpKΨq}∆}2}θ̌ ´ θ‹}2

ď
3λ

2
max
j
σmaxpK̂Ψj q

?
s}∆}2 `

λ

2
max
j
σmaxpK̂Ψj q

?
s}∆}2

“ 2λmax
j
σmaxpK̂Ψj q

?
s}∆}2.

This implies that

}∆S}
1,K̂Ψ

` }∆Sc}
1,K̂Ψ

“ }∆}
1,K̂Ψ

ď 5max
j
σmaxpK̂Ψj q

?
s}∆}2. (E.7)

Hence, combining (E.6), we can write (E.5) as

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

´

∆Ψ̂ptnq

¯2
ď 2λ}∆}

1,K̂Ψ
` 2σmaxpKw

Ψq}θ̌ ´ θ‹}2}∆}2

ď 2}∆}2
␣

5λmax
j
σmaxpK̂ψj

q
?
s` σmaxpKΨq}θ̌ ´ θ‹}2

(

(E.8)

Under Assumption 6, we have

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

∆Ψ̂ptnq

)2
ě α}∆}22 ´ τ}∆}2

1,K̂Ψ

ě α}∆}22 ´ 25max
j
σ2maxpK̂Ψj qsτ}∆}22

ě
α

2
}∆}22.

Combining the above result with (E.8), we can conclude that

}∆}2 ď
4

α

ˆ

5λmax
j
σmaxpK̂ψj

q
?
s` σmaxpKΨq}θ̌ ´ θ‹}2

˙

.

E.2 One-step update of σ2

Define

R̂n,ℓ “

p
ÿ

i“1

˜

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´

p
ÿ

j“1

θℓijΨ̂jptnq

¸2

, Rn,ℓ “

p
ÿ

i“1

˜

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´

p
ÿ

j“1

θℓijΨjptnq

¸2

. (E.9)
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Lemma E.1. Suppose that Assumption 8, 9 hold. Assume that there exists a constant c0 ą 0 such

that for n “ 1, . . . , N , R̂n,ℓ, Rn,ℓ ď c20p. Define δ1 “ maxi |||Xi ´ X̂i|||2,

δ2 “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

Np

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

tŵℓ,ΘptnqRn,ℓ ´ E rŵℓ,ΘptnqRn,ℓsu

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

Suppose that for each ℓ, the difference
ř

i,j }θℓij´θ
ℓ‹
ij }22 ď r20. Suppose that suptPr0,1s maxij | 9gjpXiptqq| ď

D, πmin “ minQPΩminℓ πℓ, and δmin “ minΘPΩminn“1,...,N P pZn, Yn; Θq ą 0. Given Θ, define

Θ̂ “ argmax
Θ̃PΩ

LN pΘ̃ | Θq and Θ̌ “ argmax
Θ̃PΩ

LpΘ̃ | Θq. Then,

ˇ

ˇσ̂2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ ď
C

?
mskδ1
N

max
j

σmaxpK̂Ψj q

σminpK̂Ψj q
` δ2 ` C 1kζ´8π´2

min

␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

`
ˇ

ˇσ̌2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ ,

where C is a constant depending on pΘ‹, r0, c0, Dq and C 1 is a constant depending on pc0, δminq.

Proof of Lemma E.1. Fixing parameters Q, θℓ for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k, the optimal parameter σ2 can be

represented as

σ̂2 “ argmax
σ12

´
pN

2
log 2σ12 ´

1

4σ12

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

ŵℓ,Θptnq

p
ÿ

i“1

˜

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´

p
ÿ

j“1

θℓijΨ̂jptnq

¸2

.

This implies that

σ̂2 “
1

2Np

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

ŵℓ,Θptnq

p
ÿ

i“1

˜

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´

p
ÿ

j“1

θℓijΨ̂jptnq

¸2

.

Hence we have

1

2

ˇ

ˇσ̂2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

Np

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

ŵℓ,Θptnq

´

R̂n,ℓ ´Rn,ℓ

¯

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

Np

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

ŵℓ,ΘptnqRn,ℓ ´ E rŵℓ,ΘptnqRn,ℓs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

Np

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

E rŵℓ,ΘptnqRn,ℓs ´ E rwℓ,ΘptnqRn,ℓs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

Np

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

pE rwℓ,ΘptnqRn,ℓsq ´ σ‹2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ T1 ` T2 ` T3 ` T4.

Subsequently, we bound each term separately. First, we write

T1 “
1

Np

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

´

R̂n,ℓ ´Rn,ℓ

¯

ď
1

Np

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

´

R̂
1{2
n,ℓ `R

1{2
n,ℓ

¯

›

›

›

›

ÿ

i

θℓi

´

Ψ̂iptnq ´ Ψiptnq

¯

›

›

›

›

2

,
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where θℓi “ pθℓJ1i , . . . , θ
ℓJ
pi q. Using the fact that ŵΘ,ℓ ď 1 and R

1{2
n,ℓ , R̂

1{2
n,ℓ ď c0p, the above display

can be bounded as

ď
2c0
N

p
ÿ

i“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

N
ÿ

n“1

›

›

›

›

ÿ

i

θℓi

´

Ψ̂iptnq ´ Ψiptnq

¯

›

›

›

›

2

. (E.10)

We can apply Hölder’s inequality and obtain the following upper bound

›

›

›

›

ÿ

i

θℓi

´

Ψ̂iptnq ´ Ψiptnq

¯

›

›

›

›

2

“

g

f

f

e

ÿ

i1

#

ÿ

i

θℓi1i

´

Ψ̂iptnq ´ Ψiptnq

¯

+2

ď

d

ÿ

i1

}θℓi1¨}
2
1max

i,j

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Ψijptnq ´ Ψ̂ijptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
, (E.11)

where θℓi1¨ “ pθℓJi11, . . . , θ
ℓJ
i1pq. Note that

}θℓ‹i1¨ ´ θℓi1¨}1 ď max
j

?
m

σminpK̂Ψj q
}θℓ‹i1¨ ´ θℓi1¨}1,K̂Ψ

ď 5max
j

σmaxpK̂Ψj q

σminpK̂Ψj q

?
ms}θℓ‹i1¨ ´ θℓi1¨}2, (E.12)

where the last inequality follows from (E.7). Therefore, we have

}θℓi1¨}1 ď }θℓ‹i1¨}1 ` 5max
j

σmaxpK̂Ψj q

σminpK̂Ψj q

?
ms}θℓ‹i1¨ ´ θℓi1¨}2,

Hence, we have

ÿ

i1

}θℓi1¨}
2
1 ď 2

ÿ

i1

$

&

%

}θℓ‹i1¨}
2
1 ` 25msmax

j

˜

σmaxpK̂Ψj q

σminpK̂Ψj q

¸2

}θℓ‹i1¨ ´ θℓi1¨}
2
2

,

.

-

ď 2
ÿ

i1

}θℓ‹i1¨}
2
1 ` 50msmax

j

˜

σmaxpK̂Ψj q

σminpK̂Ψj q

¸2

r20.

Apply (E.23) to (E.11) and plug the results back to (E.10), we have

T1 ď
C

?
mskδ1
N

max
j

σmaxpK̂Ψj q

σminpK̂Ψj q
,

where C “ Cpr0, c0,Θ
‹, Dq, m is the number of basis functions, k is the number of states and

δ1 “ maxi |||Xi ´ X̂i|||2.

Note that by assumption, we have T2 ď δ2. Apply Lemma 4.4, we can bound T3 as

T3 “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

1

Np

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

E rtŵΘ,ℓptnq ´ wΘ,ℓptnquRns

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď C 1kζ´8π´2
min

␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

,
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where C 1 “ C 1pc0, δminq. Recall that Θ̌ “ argmaxΘ1 LpΘ1 | Θq and we have σ̌2

σ̌2 “
1

Np

N
ÿ

n“1

k
ÿ

ℓ“1

Erwℓ,ΘptnqRn,ℓs.

Therefore, T4 “
ˇ

ˇσ̌2 ´ σ2
ˇ

ˇ. Combining the results from T1 to T4, we have

ˇ

ˇσ̂2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ ď
C

?
mskδ1
N

max
j

σmaxpK̂Ψj q

σminpK̂Ψj q
` δ2 ` C 1kζ´8π´2

min

␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

`
ˇ

ˇσ̌2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ .

E.3 One-step update of Q

This section shows the one-step update of the transition rate matrix Q. We begin with stating the

main result.

Lemma E.2. Suppose that Zptq is strictly stationary and irreducible and Zp0q is sampled from the

stationary distribution. Given Θ, let Θ̌ “ argmaxΘ1 LpΘ | Θ‹q and , Θ̂ “ argmax
Θ̃PΩ

LN pΘ̃ | Θq,

and

δ3 “ max
i,j

1

N

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ijptnq ´ ErŵΘ,ijptnqs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

Then, there exists a constant C “ CpQ,Y N
0 q ă 8 such that for ℓ ‰ ℓ1 we have

|q̂ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1 | ď Cδ3 ` |q̌ℓℓ1 ´ q‹

ℓℓ1 | .

Proof of Lemma E.2. From Bladt and Sørensen (2005); Liu et al. (2015), the expected number of

transition from ℓ state to ℓ1 state given the observations can be written as:

Ermℓℓ1p1q | Y N
0 ; Θs “

N
ÿ

n“1

ÿ

i,j

wΘ,ijptnqE rmℓℓ1ptn ´ tn´1q | Zptn´1q “ i, Zptnq “ j;Qs ,

where mℓℓ1ptq is the number of transition from state ℓ to ℓ1 in time r0, ts. We define the similar

version for the truncated version:

Erm̂ℓℓ1p1q | Y N
0 ; Θs “

N
ÿ

n“1

ÿ

i,j

ŵΘ,ijptnqE rmℓℓ1ptn ´ tn´1q | Zptn´1q “ i, Zptnq “ j;Qs .

Similarly, we have

Erτℓp1q | Y N
0 ; Θs “

N
ÿ

n“1

ÿ

i,j

wΘ,ijptnqE rτℓptn ´ tn´1q | Zptn´1q “ i, Zptnq “ j;Qs ;

Erτ̂ℓp1q | Y N
0 ; Θs “

N
ÿ

n“1

ÿ

i,j

ŵΘ,ijptnqE rτℓptn ´ tn´1q | Zptn´1q “ i, Zptnq “ j;Qs .
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Fixing parameters of θℓij and σ
2, the optimal Q̂ that optimize LN pΘ1 | Θq is

q̂ℓℓ1 “
Erm̂ℓℓ1p1q | Y N

0 ; Θs

Erτ̂ℓp1q | Y N
0 ; Θs

,

for ℓ ‰ ℓ1 and q̂ℓℓ “ ´
ř

ℓ‰ℓ1 q̂ℓℓ1 . For notation simplicity, starting from below, we express τℓp1q as

τℓ, τ̂ℓp1q as τ̂ℓ, m̂ℓℓ1p1q as m̂ℓℓ1 , mℓℓ1p1q as mℓℓ1 . Hence, for each ℓ ‰ ℓ1, we have

|q̂ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1 | ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Erm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θs

Erτ̂ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θs

´
ErErm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N

0 ; Θss

ErErτ̂ℓ | Y n
0 ; Θss

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ErErm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θss

ErErτ̂ℓ | Y n
0 ; Θss

´
ErErmℓℓ1 | Y N

0 ; Θss

ErErτℓ | Y n
0 ; Θss

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

`

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ErErmℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θss

ErErτℓ | Y n
0 ; Θss

´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“ T5 ` T6 ` T7.

First, we can decompose T5 into two terms:
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Erm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θs

Erτ̂ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θs

´
ErErm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N

0 ; Θss

ErErτ̂ℓ | Y n
0 ; Θss

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
1

Erτ̂ℓ; Θs

ˇ

ˇErm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θs ´ ErErm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N

0 ; Θss
ˇ

ˇ

`
Erm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N

0 ; Θs

Erτ̂ℓ; ΘsErτ̂ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θs

ˇ

ˇErτ̂ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θs ´ Erτ̂ℓ; Θs

ˇ

ˇ .

Due to the time-homogeneity of Markov chain and tn ´ tn´1 “ h, we can write

Erm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θs “

ÿ

i,j

E rmℓℓ1phq | Zphq “ i, Zp0q “ j;Qs

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ijptnq.

By Fubini’s theorem, we have

E
“

Erm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θs

‰

“
ÿ

i,j

E rmℓℓ1phq | Zphq “ i, Zp0q “ j;Qs

N
ÿ

n“1

ErŵΘ,ijptnqs.

Combining above two terms, we have

ˇ

ˇErm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θs ´ E

“

Erm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θs

‰ˇ

ˇ ď
ÿ

i,j

E rmℓℓ1phq | Zphq “ j, Zp0q “ i;Qs

ˆ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ijptnq ´ ErŵΘ,ijptnqs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

. (E.13)

Similarly, apply the time-homogeneity property of Markov-chain again, we have

ˇ

ˇErτℓ | Y N
0 ; Θs ´ E

“

Erτℓ | Y N
0 ; Θs

‰
ˇ

ˇ ď
ÿ

i,j

E rτℓphq | Zphq “ j, Zp0q “ i;Qs

ˆ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ijptnq ´ ErŵΘ,ijptnqs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

. (E.14)
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Combining the results of (E.13)– (E.14), we can upper bound T5 as

T5 ď
ÿ

i,j

Ermℓℓ1phq | Zphq “ j, Zp0q “ i;Qs ` q̂ℓℓ1Erτℓphq | Zphq “ j, Zp0q “ i;Qs

Erτ̂ℓ; Θs

ˆ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ijptnq ´ ErŵΘ,ijptnqs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

, (E.15)

where q̂ℓℓ1 “ Erm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θs{Erτ̂ℓ | Y N

0 ; Θs. Furthermore, we can write

ErŵΘ,ijptnqs “

ż

P
´

Zptnq “ j, Zptn´1q “ i | Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0 ; Θ
¯

P
´

Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0 ; Θ
¯

dYpn´rq_0 ¨ ¨ ¨ dYpn`rq^N

“ P pZptnq “ j, Zptn´1q “ i;Qq

“ P pZphq “ j, Zp0q “ i;Qq,

for n “ 1, . . . , N . The last equality follows because Zptq for t ě 0 is stationary. Therefore, we have

Erτ̂ℓ; Θs “ N
ÿ

i,j

Erτℓphq | Zphq “ j, Zp0q “ i;QsP pZphq “ j, Zp0q “ i;Qq

“ Erτℓ; Θs

“

k
ÿ

i“1

Erτℓ | Zp0q “ i; Θsπi

ą Erτℓ | Zp0q “ ℓ; Θsπℓ

Note that Erτℓ | Zp0q “ ℓ; Θs is greater than minimum of the expected holding time of Zptq at

state ℓ and 1. Since the holding time of Zptq at state follows a exponential distribution with rate

´qℓℓ “
ř

ℓ‰ℓ1 qℓℓ1 , we know that the expected holding time is ´1{qℓℓ. Hence the above term is

further lower bounded as

ą

ˆ

1
ř

ℓ‰ℓ1 qℓℓ1

^ 1

˙

πmin ą 0. (E.16)

Therefore, we can ensure that

ÿ

i,j

Ermℓℓ1phq | Zphq “ j, Zp0q “ i;Qs ` q̂ℓℓ1Erτℓphq | Zphq “ j, Zp0q “ i;Qs

Erτ̂ℓ; Θs
,

is finite and well behaved. Compute the exact upper bound with respect to Q,Y N
0 would throw us

into technical weeds, we hence assume there is a constant C “ CpQ,Y N
0 q such that

ÿ

i,j

Ermℓℓ1phq | Zphq “ j, Zp0q “ i;Qs ` q̂ℓℓ1Erτℓphq | Zphq “ j, Zp0q “ i;Qs

Erτ̂ℓ; Θs
ď C.

As a result, we can write (E.15) as

T5 ď C

#

max
i,j

1

N

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ijptnq ´ ErŵΘ,ijptnqs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

+

ď Cδ3. (E.17)
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Next, we want to show that T6 “ 0. This is because

ErŵΘ,ijptnqs “

ż

P
´

Zptnq “ j, Zptn“1q “ i | Y
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0 ; Θ
¯

P pY
pn`rq^N

pn´rq_0 qdYpn´rq_0 ¨ ¨ ¨ dYpn`rq^N

“ P pZptnq “ j, Zptn´1q “ i; Θq “ ErwΘ,ijptnqs,

for n “ 1, . . . , N . Therefore, we have

E
“

Erm̂ℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θs

‰

“
ÿ

i,j

E rmℓℓ1phq | Zphq “ i, Zp0q “ j;Qs

N
ÿ

n“1

ErŵΘ,ijptnqs

“
ÿ

i,j

E rmℓℓ1phq | Zphq “ i, Zp0q “ j;Qs

N
ÿ

n“1

ErwΘ,ijptnqs

“ E
“

Ermℓℓ1 | Y N
0 ; Θs

‰

.

Similarly, we can show that

E
“

Erτ̂ℓ | Y N
0 ; Θs

‰

“ E
“

Erτℓ | Y N
0 ; Θs

‰

.

Hence, we have T6 “ 0.

Finally, recall that Θ̌ “ argmaxΘ1 LpΘ1 | Θq and it follows that

q̌ℓℓ1 “
Ermℓℓ1 | Θs

Erτℓ | Θs
.

Hence T7 “
ˇ

ˇq̌ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ. Combining T5 to T7 together, we arrive at

|q̂ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1 | ď Cδ3 ` |q̌ℓℓ1 ´ q‹

ℓℓ1 | .

E.4 Auxiliary Lemmas for the analysis of one-step update

Lemma E.3. Given a fixed i “ 1, . . . , p, define Y ∆
n “ Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i for n “ 2, . . . , N . Let

maxℓ“1,...,kmaxn“1,...,N

ˇ

ˇY ∆
n ´ θℓiΨptnq

ˇ

ˇ “ c0 and |gjpXiptqq| ď B for i “ 1, . . . , p and j “ 1, . . . ,m.

Recall that Θ “ tθℓij ; i, j “ 1, . . . , p, ℓ “ 1, . . . , ku Y tQu and suppose that Q satisfies Assumption 9.

Define the coefficient

C “

˜

max
j

1

σminpK̂Ψj q

¸

Bc0
10

δmin
ζ´8π´2

min,

where ζ is the mixing coefficient defined in (4.7), δmin is defined in Lemma 4.4 and πmin is defined

in (4.8). Then, we have

›

›

›

›

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

tŵΘ,ℓptnq ´ wΘ,ℓptnqu

!

Y ∆
n ´ θℓ‹i Ψptnq

)

ΨptnqJ

›

›

›

›

8,K̂˚
Ψ

ď C
?
m
␣

1 ´ pζπ2minq
(r´1

.
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Proof of Lemma E.3. Write

}∆w}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
“

›

›

›

›

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

tŵΘ,ℓptnq ´ wΘ,ℓptnqu

!

Y ∆
n ´ θℓ‹i Ψptnq

)

ΨptnqJ

›

›

›

›

8,K̂˚
Ψ

ď
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

|ŵΘ,ℓptnq ´ wΘ,ℓptnq|

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Y ∆
n ´ θℓ‹i Ψptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
}ΨptnqJ}

8,K̂˚
Ψ

(E.18)

Note that

}ΨptnqJ}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
ď max

j

1

σminpK̂Ψj q
}Ψjptnq}2 ď max

j

1

σminpK̂Ψj q
B

?
m. (E.19)

Apply (E.19) to (E.18), we can obtain

}∆w}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
ď

˜

max
j

1

σminpK̂Ψj q

¸

Bc0
?
m

N

N
ÿ

n“1

|ŵΘ,ℓptnq ´ wΘ,ℓptnq|

Apply Lemma 4.4, we have

}∆w}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
ď

˜

max
j

1

σminpK̂Ψj q

¸

Bc0
?
m

10

δmin
ζ´8π´2

min

␣

1 ´ pζπ2minq
(r´1

.

Lemma E.4. Observe two stochastic processes Xt and X̂t on r0, 1s. Suppose that maxj“1,...,p |||Xi´

X̂i|||2 “ δ, and suptPr0,1s |gjpXiptqq| ď B, suptPr0,1s |g1
jpXiptqq| ď D for i “ 1, . . . , p and k “ 1, . . . ,m.

Assume that θ‹ P R1ˆpm is ms-sparse with s ď p. Then,

›

›

›

›

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqtΨptnqΨptnqJ ´ Ψ̂ptnqΨ̂ptnqJu

›

›

›

›

8,K̂˚
Ψ

ď max
j

2

σminpK̂Ψj q
}θ‹}2BDδm

?
s.

Proof of Lemma E.4. Write

›

›

›

›

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqtΨptnqΨptnqJ ´ Ψ̂ptnqΨ̂ptnqJu

›

›

›

›

8,K̂˚
Ψ

“ max
j

›

›

›

›

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqtΨptnqΨjptnqJ ´ Ψ̂ptnqΨ̂jptnqJu

›

›

›

›

K̂˚
Ψj

ď max
j

1

σminpK̂Ψj q

›

›

›

›

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqtΨptnqΨjptnqJ ´ Ψ̂ptnqΨ̂jptnqJu

›

›

›

›

2

ď max
j

1

σminpK̂Ψj q

›

›

›

›

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqtΨptnq ´ Ψ̂ptnquΨjptnqJ

›

›

›

›

2
looooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

T1

` max
j

1

σminpK̂Ψj q

›

›

›

›

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqΨ̂ptnqtΨjptnqJ ´ Ψ̂jptnqJu

›

›

›

›

2
looooooooooooooooooooooooooooomooooooooooooooooooooooooooooon

T2

. (E.20)
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Note that by triangle inequality, we can write

T1 “

›

›

›

›

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqtΨptnq ´ Ψ̂ptnquΨjptnqJ

›

›

›

›

2

ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqtΨptnq ´ Ψ̂ptnqu

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

}ΨjptnqJ}2

ď

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqtΨptnq ´ Ψ̂ptnqu

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

B
?
m. (E.21)

Define the support of θ‹ as S. Then, (E.21) is equivalent as

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqtΨptnq ´ Ψ̂ptnqu

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

B
?
m “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

θ‹
S

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqrΨptnq ´ Ψ̂ptnqsS

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

B
?
m

Apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we can further bound the above term as

ď }θ‹
S}2

›

›

›

›

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqrΨptnq ´ Ψ̂ptnqsS

›

›

›

›

2

B
?
m

ď Bm
?
s}θ‹

S}2

›

›

›

›

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqrΨptnq ´ Ψ̂ptnqsS

›

›

›

›

8

ď Bm
?
s}θ‹}2

›

›

›

›

N
ÿ

n“1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Ψptnq ´ Ψ̂ptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

›

›

›

›

8

. (E.22)

Note that for each i “ 1, . . . , p and j “ 1, . . . ,m, we can write

N
ÿ

n“1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
Ψijptnq ´ Ψ̂ijptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
“

N
ÿ

n“1

ż tn

tn´1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
gijpXi,uq ´ gijpX̂i,uq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
du

“

ż 1

0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
gijpXj,uq ´ gijpX̂i,uq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
du

ď

ż 1

0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
DpXi,u ´ X̂i,uq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
du

ď

ˆ
ż 1

0
D2du

˙1{2 "ż T

0
pXi,u ´ X̂i,uq2du

*1{2

“ D|||Xi ´ X̂i|||2 ď Dδ (E.23)

Plug the result of (E.23) into (E.22) and then into (E.21), we obtain

T1 “

›

›

›

›

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqtΨptnq ´ Ψ̂ptnquΨjptnqJ

›

›

›

›

2

ď BDδm
?
s}θ‹}2. (E.24)
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Similarly, we can write

T2 “

›

›

›

›

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqΨ̂ptnqtΨjptnqJ ´ Ψ̂jptnqJu

›

›

›

›

2

ď max
n

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
θ‹ŵΘ,ℓptnqΨ̂ptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

›

›

›

›

N
ÿ

n“1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ΨjptnqJ ´ Ψ̂jptnqJ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

›

›

›

›

2

ď max
n

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
θ‹
SptnqrΨ̂ptnqsS

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

›

›

›

›

N
ÿ

n“1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ΨjptnqJ ´ Ψ̂jptnqJ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

›

›

›

›

2

ď }θ‹}2B
?
sm

›

›

›

›

N
ÿ

n“1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ΨjptnqJ ´ Ψ̂jptnqJ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

›

›

›

›

8

.

Plug result of (E.23) into the above term, we arrive at

ď }θ‹}2B
?
smDδ (E.25)

Once we obtain the upper bound of T1 in (E.24), and T2 in (E.25), we can bound the right hand

side of (E.20) and arrive at

›

›

›

›

θ‹

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqtΨptnqΨptnqJ ´ Ψ̂ptnqΨ̂ptnqJu

›

›

›

›

8,K̂˚
Ψ

ď max
j

2

σminpK̂Ψj q
}θ‹}2BDδm

?
s.

Lemma E.5. Suppose that N ą 4, then for some universal constants C1, C2, we have

P

˜

max
i,j

1

N

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ijptnq ´ wΘ,ijptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ą C1

c

1

N

¸

ď k2 expp´C2q.

Proof of Lemma E.5. The proof of Lemma F.1 explains that ŵℓ,Θptnq for n “ 1, . . . , N are sta-

tionary mixing process with sub-Weibull(2) norm bounded by 1 and the decay coefficient γ1 “ 1.

Therefore, 1{γ “ 1{γ1 ` 1{γ2 “ 2{3. Apply Lemma I.2, we have

P

˜

1

N

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ijptnq ´ wΘ,ijptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ą C1

c

1

N

¸

ď expp´C2q.

Taking the maximum over i, j “ 1, . . . , k and apply union bound on the right side of the above

equation, we have

P

˜

max
i,j

1

N

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ijptnq ´ wΘ,ijptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ą C1

c

1

N

¸

ď k2 expp´C2q.
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Lemma E.6. Let κ “ maxj

!

σmaxpK̂Ψj q{σminpK̂Ψj q

)

and assume
ř

i,j }θℓij ´ θℓ‹ij }22 ď r20, N ą 4.

Then, we have

P

˜

1

Np

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqRn,ℓ ´ E rŵΘ,ℓptnqRn,ℓs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ą
C1p2σ2 ` ρ2 `msκr20B

2q
?
N

¸

ď expp´C2q,

for some absolute constants C1, C2.

Proof of Lemma E.6. Write ŵΘ,ℓptnqRn,ℓ

ŵΘ,ℓptnqRn,ℓ “ ŵΘ,ℓptnq

p
ÿ

i“1

˜

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´

p
ÿ

j“1

θℓijΨjptnq

¸2

“ ŵΘ,ℓptnq

p
ÿ

i“1

˜

Xiptnq ` εn,i ´Xiptn´1q ´ εn´1,i ´

p
ÿ

j“1

θℓijΨjptnq

¸2

.

Recall the definition of ρn,i in (F.1), the above term is equal to

“ ŵΘ,ℓptnq

p
ÿ

i“1

#

εn,i ` εn´1,i ` ρn,i `
ÿ

j

pθℓij ´ θℓ‹ij qΨjptnq

+2

ď 4ŵΘ,ℓptnq

p
ÿ

i“1

´

ε2n,i ` ε2n´1,i ` ρ2n,i ` }θℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }21}Ψptnq}28

¯

,

where }Ψptnq}8 ď B. From (E.12), we can further bound

}θℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }1 ď 5max
j

σmaxpK̂Ψj q

σminpK̂Ψj q

?
ms}θℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ď 5κ

?
msr0.

Hence, apply Lemma I.3 twice, we have

}ŵΘ,ℓptnqRn,ℓ}ψ2{3
ď C}ŵΘ,ℓ}ψ2

ÿ

i

´

}εn,i}
2
ψ2

` }εn´1,i}
2
ψ2

` }ρi,n}2ψ2
` }θℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }21}}Ψptnq}8}2ψ2

¯

ď Cp
`

2σ2 ` ρ2 `msκ2r20B
2
˘

.

Apply Lemma I.4 and triangular inequality, we have

1

p
}ŵΘ,ℓptnqRn,ℓ ´ EŵΘ,ℓptnqRn,ℓ}ψ2{3

ď 2C
`

2σ2 ` ρ2 `msκ2r20B
2
˘

.

Note that the sequence ŵΘ,ℓptnqRn,ℓ for n P N is β-mixing and stationary following the argument

in Lemma F.1. Therefore, we can apply Lemma I.2 with 1{γ “ 1{γ1 ` 1{γ2 “ 1` 3{2 “ 5{2, N ą 4

and obtain

P

˜

1

Np

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqRn,ℓ ´ E rŵΘ,ℓptnqRn,ℓs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ą
C1p2σ2 ` ρ2 `msκr20B

2q
?
N

¸

ď expp´C2q.
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F Proof of deviation bound

The goal is to show that the Assumption 7 hold with the desired λ, α, τ by applying Lemma I.2.

We begin with stating the main result followed by the analysis.

Lemma F.1. Suppose that pXptqqtě0 is a stationary and β-mixing process with rate βpℓq ď

c1 expp´cℓq for some absolute constants c, c1 ą 0. Let N Á m4plog pq4. Given a fixed i, as-

sume that Zptnq “ ℓ and define ρn “
ştn
tn´1

θ
Zpuq‹

i gpXuqdu ´ θℓ‹i Ψptnq for n “ 1, . . . , N . Suppose

that suptPr0,1s |gjpXiptqq| ď B for i “ 1, . . . , p and j “ 1, . . . ,m maxn |ρn| ď ρ. Let r be a positive

integer, c2, c3 be absolute constants. and Y ∆
n “ Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i. Define

ŵΘ,ℓptnq “ P
`

Zptnq “ ℓ | Ypn`rq^N , Ytpn`rq^Nu´1, . . . , Yn, . . . , Ytpn´rq_0u`1, Ypn´rq_0

˘

.

Then, we can define

∆ε “
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

Y ∆
n ´ θℓ‹i Ψptnq

)

ΨptnqJ ´
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E
”

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

Y ∆
n ´ θℓ‹i Ψptnq

)

ΨptnqJ
ı

.

Then,

}∆ε}8,K̂˚
Ψ

ě max
i“1,...,p

c2
?
mBp2σ‹ ` ρq

σminpK̂Ψiq

c

m log p

N
,

with probability smaller than 6 expp´c3m log pq.

F.1 Proof of Lemma F.1

Recall that

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´ θℓ‹i Ψptnq “ εn,i ` εn´1,i `
ÿ

j

ż tn

tn´1

θ
Zpuq‹

ij gpXjpuqqdu´ θℓ‹Ψptnq

loooooooooooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooooooooooon

:“ρn,i

. (F.1)

In the following, since we only consider single index i, we drop the index i in ρn,i as ρn for simplicity.

First, we decompose

∆ε “ ∆ε1 ` ∆ε2 ` ∆ρ,

where

∆ε1 “
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnqJ ´
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnqJ
‰

;

∆ε2 “
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn´1,iΨptnqJ ´
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn´1,iΨptnqJ
‰

;

∆ρ “
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqρnΨptnqJ ´
1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnqρnΨptnqJ
‰

.

The last term is the error due to approximation. Since

}∆ε}8,K̂˚
Ψ

ď }∆ε1}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
` }∆ε2}

8,K̂˚
Ψ

` }∆ρ}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
, (F.2)
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we can bound }∆ε1}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
, }∆ε2}

8,K̂˚
Ψ
, and }∆ρ}

8,K̂˚
Ψ
separately by applying Lemma F.2. To apply

the lemma, we verify the following conditions.

Step 1: Control the tail behavior of ∆ε1. Let γ “ 2{3, for each n “ 1, . . . , N and j “ 1, . . . , p,

we can write

›

›ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨjptnqJ ´ E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨjptnqJ
‰
›

›

ψγ
ď }ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨjptnqJ}ψγ

` }E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨjptnqJ
‰

}ψγ

ď 2}ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnqJ}ψγ , (F.3)

where the last inequality follows by Lemma I.4. Apply Lemma I.3, we have

}ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnqJ}ψγ ď 23{2}ŵΘ,ℓptnq}ψ2}εn,i}ψ2}ΨjptnqJ}ψ2 . (F.4)

Since ŵΘ,ℓptnq P r0, 1s, we have }ŵΘ,ℓptnq}ψ2 ď 1. εn,i is a centered Gaussian random variable with

variance pσ‹q2 and hence it follows that }εn,i}ψ2 ď Cσ‹ for some constant C ą 0. Finally,

}Ψjptnq}ψ2 “ sup
νPSm´1

}νJΨjptnq}ψ2

“ sup
νPSm´1

sup
pě1

p´1{2
␣

E|νJΨjptnq|p
(1{p

ď sup
νPSm´1

sup
pě1

p´1{2 tE}ν}
p
1}Ψjptnq}p8u

1{p
ď B

?
m. (F.5)

Collecting the above results (F.3)–(F.5), we arrive at

›

›ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨjptnqJ ´ E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨjptnqJ
‰›

›

ψγ
ď C1σ

‹
?
mB,

for some absolute constant C1 ą 0. Hence we can conclude that for each n “ 1, . . . , N and

j “ 1, . . . , p, ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨjptnqJ ´ E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨjptnqJ
‰

is a sub-Weibull(2{3) random variable

with sub-Weibull norm bounded by C1σ
‹
?
mB.

Step 2: Statistical properties of ∆ε1. In the following step, we verify the mixing and stationary

conditions.

We first show that the product process tŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnqJ ´ E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnqJ
‰

un“1,...,N

is strictly stationary. Recall that for each i “ 1, . . . , p, we have Ψiptnq “
ştn
tn´1

gpXipuqqdu. Ap-

ply Lemma I.7, we have Ψptnq is a strictly stationary process. Since two stochastic processes

tεnun“1,...,N and tXptnqun“1,...,N are independent, and hence tεnun“1,...,N and tΨptnqun“1,...,N are

independent. Therefore, the joint process

␣`

Xptn1q, εn1 ,Ψptnq;n1 “ pn´ rq _ 1, . . . , pn` rq ^N
˘(

n“1,...,N
,

is strictly stationary process.

Recall that Yn “ Xptnq ` εn and note that the process ŵΘ,ℓptnq is a measurable mapping

of pYpn´rq_1, . . . , Ypn`rq^N q, and therefore, the process tŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnqun“1,...,N is strictly sta-

tionary. By definition of the stationary process, the expectation EtŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnqu is a constant

across n “ 1, . . . , N . Hence, we can conclude that tŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnqJ´E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnqJ
‰

un“1,...,N

is strictly stationary.
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In the next step, we verify the mixing property. Define the filtration Fε
´8,n “ σptεj : j ď nuq,

Fε
n,8 “ σptεj : j ě nuq, FX

´8,t “ σptXpuq : u ď tuq, and FX
t,8 “ σptXpuq : u ě tuq. Let

F´8,n “ σptŵΘ,ℓptjqεj,iΨptjq
J : j ď nuq and Fn,8 “ σptŵΘ,ℓptjqεj,iΨptjq

J : j ě nuq. It follows that

for any j P N:

F´8,n Ď FX
´8,tn`r

_ Fε
´8,n`r;

Fn`j,8 Ď FX
tn`j´r,8 _ Fε

n`j´r,8.

Therefore, from Definition 6, we have

βpjq :“ sup
n
βpF´8,n,Fn`j,8q ď sup

n
β
´

FX
´8,tn`r

_ Fε
´8,n`r,FX

tn`j´r,8 _ Fε
n`j´r,8

¯

.

Apply Lemma I.5, above display can be further bounded as

ď sup
n
β
´

FX
´8,tn`r

,FX
tn`j´r,8

¯

` sup
n
β
`

Fε
´8,n,Fε

n`j´r,8

˘

“ sup
n
β
´

FX
´8,tn`r

,FX
tn`j´r,8

¯

` 0

ď C3 expp´C2pj ´ 2rqq

“ C3 exppC2rq expp´C2jq.

If r is a constant, then exppC2rq is well-behaved. Therefore, we can conclude that the sequence

ŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnq ´ E tŵΘ,ℓptnqεn,iΨptnqu for n P N is geometrically β-mixing.

Step 3: Uniform concentration of ∆ε1. Using the results from Step 1–2, we can apply Lemma F.2:

Compute 1{γ “ 1 ` 3{2 “ 5{2 and note that N “ C0pm log pq4, we have

P

˜

}∆ε1}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
ě max

i“1,...,p

C5
?
mBσ‹

σminpK̂Ψiq

c

m log p

N

¸

ď 2 expp´C6m log pq. (F.6)

Step 4: Uniform concentration of ∆ε2 We can find the bound for }∆ε2}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
similarly and obtain

P

˜

}∆ε2}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
ě max

i“1,...,p

C5
?
mBσ‹

σminpK̂Ψiq

c

m log p

N

¸

ď 2 expp´C6m log pq. (F.7)

Step 5: Uniform concentration of ∆ρ. The steps to show uniform concentration property of ∆ρ

follows exactly the same as Step 1–3, where we show the uniform concentration of ∆ε1 . It is easy to

verify that for each j “ 1, . . . , p and n “ 1, . . . , N , ŵΘ,ℓptnqρnΨptnqJ ´E
“

ŵΘ,ℓptnqρnΨptnqJ
‰

is sub-

Weibull(2{3) with sub-Weibull norm bounded by C4
?
mBρ. Therefore, we can apply Lemma F.2

and obtain

P

˜

}∆ρ}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
ě max

i“1,...,p

C7
?
mBρ

σminpK̂Ψiq

c

m log p

N

¸

ď 2 expp´C8m log pq. (F.8)

Step 6: Take the union bound. Combining the results from (F.2), (F.6)– (F.8), we can conclude

that

P

˜

}∆ε}8,K̂˚
Ψ

ě max
i“1,...,p

c2
?
mBp2σ‹ ` ρq

σminpK̂Ψiq

c

m log p

N

¸

ď 6 expp´c3m log pq.
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Lemma F.2. Let A “ tA1, . . . , Apu be a set ofmˆm positive definite matrices, with maxi σmaxpAiq ă

c0. Define }W }8,A “ maxi“1,...,ppW
J
i AiWiq

1{2, with W “ pWJ
1 , . . . ,W

J
p qJ P Rpm being a stacked

vector and Wi P Rm for i “ 1, . . . , p. Let Suppose that pWn P Rpmqn“1,...,N is strictly stationary,

geometrically β-mixing with rate γ1 and is zero-mean. For each i “ 1, . . . , p, Wi is sub-Weibull(γ2)

with sub-Weibull norm bounded by K1. Define 1{γ “ 1{γ1 ` 1{γ2. There exist constants C1, C2 ą 0

depending on γ1, γ2 such that if N “ C1pm log pq2{γ´1 then

P

˜

›

›

›

›

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

Wn

›

›

›

›

8,A

ě C2K1c0

c

m log p

N

¸

ď 2 expp´C3m log pq.

Proof of Lemma F.2. Define SW “ N´1
řN
n“1Wn and SWi “ N´1

řN
n“1Wn,i, we can write

}SW }8,A ď c0}SW }8,2 “ c0max
i

}SWi}2

Let N p1{2q be the 1{2-net( See chapter 5 of Wainwright (2019)) of a unit ball on Rm. It follows

that for each i, we can write

}SWi}2 “ sup
}u}2ď1

uJSWi ď sup
uPN p1{2q

ˇ

ˇuJSWi

ˇ

ˇ `
1

2
}SWi}2. (F.9)

Moving the last term in the right hand side to the left hand side, we yield

}SWi}2 ď 2 sup
uPN p1{2q

ˇ

ˇuJSWi

ˇ

ˇ .

Hence, for any t ą 0

P p}SWi}2 ą 2tq ď P

˜

sup
uPN p1{2q

ˇ

ˇuJSWi

ˇ

ˇ ą t

¸

. (F.10)

Since }uJSWi}ψγ2
ď }SWi}ψγ2

ď K1 for any u P N p1{2q, we can apply Lemma I.2 and obtain that

P
`ˇ

ˇuJSWi

ˇ

ˇ ą t
˘

ď N exp

ˆ

´
ptNqγ

Kγ
1C4

˙

` exp

ˆ

´
t2N

K2
1C2

˙

.

Since |N p1{2q| ď 5m, taking the union bound over all u P N p1{2q, we have

P

˜

sup
uPN p1{2q

ˇ

ˇuJSWi

ˇ

ˇ ą t

¸

ď N5m exp

ˆ

´
ptNqγ

Kγ
1C4

˙

` 5m exp

ˆ

´
t2N

K2
1C2

˙

.

Then, combining the results of (F.9) and (F.10), we have

P p}SW }8,A ą 2c0tq ď P

˜

max
i

sup
uPN p1{2q

ˇ

ˇuJSWi

ˇ

ˇ ą t

¸

ď N5mp exp

ˆ

´
ptNqγ

Kγ
1C4

˙

` 5mp exp

ˆ

´
t2N

K2
1C2

˙

.
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Select

t “ K1max

#

C2

c

m logp5pq

N
,
C4

N
pm log 5NP q

1{γ

+

, (F.11)

then we have

P p}SW }8,A ą 2c0tq ď 2 expp´c1m log pq,

for some constant c1 ą 0. Note that if N “ C1pm log pq2{γ´1, then the first term in (F.11) dominates

because

C2

c

m logp5pq

N
ě
C4

N
pm log 5pq1{γ , C2

c

m logp5pq

N
ě
C4

N
plogNq1{γ .

Hence, if C1 is large enough, we have

C2

c

m logp5pq

N
ě
C4

N
pm log 5Npq1{γ .

Then, we complete the proof.

G Proof of restricted eigenvalue condition

In this section, we want to verify that Assumption 6 holds under mild conditions. We begin with

stating the main result.

Lemma G.1. Under the same conditions in Lemma F.1, and let

µ “ σmin

˜

E

«

N´1
N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnqΨptnqΨptnqJ

ff¸

.

Define C0, C1, C2, C3 ą 0 be universal constants and suppose that

N ě max

#

C0B
2m4plog pq3

µ
,C1B

5

ˆ

sm

µ

˙5{2
+

.

Then for any ν P Rpm, with probability at least 1 ´N expp´C2ms log pq that

1

N

N
ÿ

n“1

ŵΘ,ℓptnq

!

νΨ̂ptnq

)2
ě α}ν}22 ´ τ}ν}2

1,K̂Ψ
,

where

α “
µ

2
, τ “ C3mα

"

plog pq3B2

µN

*1{4

max
i“1,...,p

σ´2
minpK̂Ψiq.
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G.1 Proof of Lemma G.1

Step 1: Uniform concentration over sparse vectors. Define the set Kpsq “ tν : }ν}0 ď s, }ν}2 ď 1u.

Let W ptn, νq “
a

ŵΘ,ℓptnqνJΨptnq for ν P Kp2smq. By Lemma I.3, we have

}W 2ptn, νq}ψ1{2
ď 22}W ptn, νq}2ψ1

.

Apply Lemma I.3 again, we have

}W ptn, νq}ψ1 ď 2}ŵ
1{2
Θ,ℓptnq}ψ2}νJΨptnq}ψ2

ď 2 sup
νPKp2smq

sup
pě1

p´1{2
`

E|νJΨptnq|p
˘1{p

ď 2 sup
νPKp2smq

sup
pě1

p´1{2 pE}ν}
p
1}Ψptnq}p8q

1{p

ď 2B
?
2sm.

Therefore, we can conclude that W 2ptn, νq ´ ErW 2ptn, νqs is a Sub-Weibull(γ2) variable with γ2 “

1{2 and
›

›W 2ptn, νq ´ ErW 2ptn, νqs
›

›

ψ1{2
ď 2}W 2ptn, νq}ψ1{2

ď 64B2sm.

Furthermore, following similar argument as Step 2 in the proof of Lemma F.1, W ptn, νq is β-

mixing with rate γ1 “ 1. Hence, we can compute 1{γ “ 1{γ1 `1{γ2 “ 1`2 “ 3. Apply Lemma I.2,

we have

P

˜ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N´1
N
ÿ

n“1

W 2ptn, νq ´ ErW 2ptn, νqs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ě 2t

¸

ď N exp

"

´p2tNqγ

p64B2smqγC1

*

` exp

"

´4t2N

p64B2smq2C2

*

.

Define N p1{2, πq be a 1{2-net on a support π P Π “ tι Ă ti : i “ 1, . . . pu : |ι| “ 2smu. It follows

that |Π| “
`

p
2sm

˘

. Then taking union bound over all the possible ν, we have

P

˜

sup
πPΠ

sup
νPN p1{2,πq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N´1
N
ÿ

n“1

W 2ptn, νq ´ ErW 2ptn, νqs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ě t

¸

ď

ˆ

p

2sm

˙

52smN exp

"

´ptNqγ

p32B2smqγC1

*

`

ˆ

p

2sm

˙

52sm exp

"

´t2N

p32B2smq2C2

*

ď

ˆ

5ep

2sm

˙2sm

N exp

"

´ptNqγ

p32B2smqγC1

*

`

ˆ

5ep

2sm

˙2sm

exp

"

´t2N

p32B2smq2C2

*

.

Therefore,

P

˜

sup
νPKp2smq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N´1
N
ÿ

n“1

W 2ptn, νq ´ ErW 2ptn, νqs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ě t

¸

ď N exp

"

´ptNqγ

p32B2sqγC1
` C3sm log p

*

` exp

"

´t2N

p32B2sq2C2
` C3sm log p

*

,
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for some constant C3 ą 0.

Step 2: Uniform concentration over all vectors. To find the uniform concentration on all vectors,

we apply Lemma 12 in Loh and Wainwright (2012), restated in Lemma I.8 and obtain that

N´1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N
ÿ

n“1

W 2ptn, νq ´ ErW 2ptn, νqs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ě 27t

ˆ

}ν}22 `
1

sm
}ν}21

˙

, (G.1)

for any ν P Rpm with probability at least

1 ´N exp

"

´ptNqγ

p32B2smqγC1
` C3sm log p

*

´ exp

"

´t2N

p32B2smq2C2
` C3sm log p

*

. (G.2)

Recall that σminpN´1
řN
n“1 ErŵΘ,ℓptnqΨptnqΨptnqJsq ď µ, we can obtain the following inequality

from (G.1):

N´1
N
ÿ

n“1

W 2ptn, νq ě µ}ν}22 ´ 27t

ˆ

}ν}22 `
1

sm
}ν}21

˙

.

Select t “ µ{54, the above display is equal to

“
µ

2
}ν}22 ´

µ

2sm
}ν}21.

Note that }ν}1 ď
?
m}ν}1,2 ď maxip

?
m{σminpK̂Ψiqq}ν}

1,K̂Ψ
, and hence we can further lower bound

the above display as

ě
µ

2
}ν}22 ´

µ

2s
max
i“1,...,p

1

σ2minpK̂Ψiq
}ν}2

1,K̂Ψ
.

Step 3: Select parameters. We want

ptNqγ

p32B2smqγC1
ď

t2N

p32B2smq2C2
,

which implies that

N ě

ˆ

32B2sm

t

˙p2´γq{p1´γq ˆ
C2

C1

˙1{p1´γq

“ C4B
5

ˆ

sm

µ

˙5{2

,

where the last equality follows by plugging γ “ 1{3 and t “ µ{54 and C4 “ p24
?
3q5pC2{C1q3{2.

Furthermore, we want

2C3sm log p “
ptNqγ

p32B2smqγC1

so that (G.2) is at least 1 ´ 2N expp´C3sm log pq. This implies

1

s
“ mp24C1C3q3{4

"

plog pq3B2

µN

*1{4

.
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Setting s ě 1, we have

N ě
C5B

2m4plog pq3

µ
,

where C5 “ p24C1C3q3. Finally, let

N ě max

#

C5B
2m4plog pq3

µ
,C4B

5

ˆ

sm

µ

˙5{2
+

.

Then,

N´1
N
ÿ

n“1

W 2ptn, νq ě α}ν}22 ´ τ}ν}2
1,K̂Ψ

,

where α “ µ{2, τ “ mαtC5plog pq3B2{pµNqu1{4maxi σ
´2
minpK̂Ψiq and with probability at least

1 ´ 2N expp´C3ms log pq.

H Proof of Theorem 4.5

Proof of Theorem 4.5. Before the start, we define a quantity

δe “ max
␣

Nk expp´C8ms log pq, k expp´C9m log pq, pNpk ` 1q expp´C10q, k2 expp´C11q
(

. (H.1)

Step 1. Recovery of functions. First, given fixed i “ 1, . . . , p we choose δ “ δe{3p for some

constant C0 and apply Proposition 4.1

P

˜

|||X̂i ´Xi|||
2 ą C0

ˆ

logN ` log p

N

˙2α{p1`2αq
¸

ď
δe
p
.

Taking the union bound over all i “ 1, . . . , p, we have

P

˜

max
i“1,...,p

|||X̂i ´Xi||| ą C0

ˆ

logN ` log p

N

˙α{p1`2αq
¸

ď δe.

Since N satisfies
N

logN ` log p
Á

ˆ

BDm

cΨ

˙p2α`1q{α

.

Then, we have

P

ˆ

max
i“1,...,p

|||X̂i ´Xi||| ą
cΨ

BDm

˙

ď δe.

Step 2. Induction on θℓij. Now, we want to apply Lemma H.1. Suppose that we start with a

point Θ0 such that Θp0q P Bpr0, rq, rσ,Θ
‹q. Given proposed choice of N and r, we want to apply

Lemma H.1. Define Θ̌ “ argmax
Θ̃PΩ

LpΘ̃ | Θp0qq and θ̌ℓi¨ “ pθ̌ℓJi1 , . . . , θ̌
ℓJ
ip q for i “ 1, . . . , p. We define

similarly θℓ‹i¨ “ pθℓ‹J
i1 , . . . , θℓ‹J

ip q, θ
ℓp0q

i¨ “ pθ
ℓp0qJ

i1 , . . . , θ
ℓp0qJ

ip q for i “ 1, . . . , p. Denote Θp1q “ MnpΘp0qq

and apply Lemma 4.2, we arrive at

}θ̌ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ă }θ
ℓp0q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2.
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Taking the maximum on both side,

max
i,ℓ

}θ̌ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ă max
i,ℓ

}θ
ℓp0q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2.

Therefore, the choice of λ satisfies the condition required by Lemma H.1. Applying Lemma H.1,

we have

max
i,ℓ

}θ
ℓp1q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ď C3c
´2
Ψ κmax

i,ℓ
}θ
ℓp0q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2

` C4

#

m
?
s log p

?
N

`ms

ˆ

logN ` log p

N

˙α{p2α`1q

`
?
ms

`

1 ´ ζ2π2min

˘r´1

+

,

with probability at least 1´ 2δe. When N, r is large enough, we can guarantee that the right hand

side is smaller than p´1{2r0. Therefore, we can apply Lemma H.1 once more.

Similarly, denote Θp2q “ MnpΘp1qq, Θp1q “ MnpΘp0qq and Θ̌p1q “ MpΘp1qq. First we want to

check that λ satisfies the condition required by Lemma H.1. We denote

λp1q ě
?
mmax

#

C1

`

1 ´ ζπ2min

˘r´1
, C1

?
ms

ˆ

logN ` log p

N

˙α{p2α`1q

, C2
1

?
ms

max
i,ℓ

}θ̌
ℓp1q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }

+

.

We want to verify that λp1q ď λ. This is equivalent as checking

λ ě
1

?
s
max
i,ℓ

}θ̌
ℓp1q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }. (H.2)

Apply Proposition 4.2, We can write

1
?
s

}θ̌
ℓp1q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ } ď
κ

?
s

}θ
ℓp1q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }.

Similar to (H.8), we can apply Lemma 4.3 and (H.6) and obtain the upper bound:

ď κ8c´2
Ψ

ˆ

10λ`
1

?
s

}θ̌ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }

˙

.

Apply Proposition 4.2 once more, we can upper bound the above term as

ď κ8c´2
Ψ

ˆ

10λ`
κ

?
s

}θ
ℓp0q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }

˙

ď p80c´2
Ψ κ` κ2qλ.

Using the fact that 80c´2
Ψ κ`κ2 ă 1 and taking the maximum on both side, we can conclude (H.2).

Iterate the EM-algorithm once more and apply Lemma H.1 , we arrive at

max
i,ℓ

}θ
ℓp2q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ď
`

C3c
´2
Ψ κ

˘2
max
i,ℓ

}θ
ℓp0q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2

` p1 ` C3c
´2
Ψ κqC4

#

m
?
s log p

?
N

`ms

ˆ

logN ` log p

N

˙α{p2α`1q

`
?
ms

`

1 ´ ζ2π2min

˘r´1

+

,
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with probability at least 1 ´ 2δe.

Hence, if we update the EM-algorithm for L times, we will have

max
i,ℓ

}θ
ℓpLq

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ď
`

C3c
´2
Ψ κ

˘L
max
i,ℓ

}θ
ℓp0q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2

`
C4

1 ´ C3c
´2
Ψ κ

#

m
?
s log p

?
N

`ms

ˆ

logN ` log p

N

˙α{p2α`1q

`
?
ms

`

1 ´ ζ2π2min

˘r´1

+

,

with probability at least 1 ´ 2δe.

Step 3. Induction on σ. Apply Lemma H.2 and Proposition 4.2, we arrive at

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
σp1q2 ´ σ‹2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď
C5c

´2
Ψ msr20?
N

` C6kζ
´8π´2

min

␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

` κ
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
σp0q2 ´ σ‹2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
,

with probability at least 1 ´ δe. Since, from Step 2, we know that
ř

i }θ
ℓp1q

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }22 ď r20 with

probability at least 1´2δe. Therefore we can apply Lemma H.2 and Proposition 4.2 again. Repeat

the steps for L´ 2 times, we will have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
σpLq2 ´ σ‹2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď κL

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
σp0q2 ´ σ‹2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
`

1

1 ´ κ

«

C5c
´2
Ψ msr20?
N

` C6kζ
´8π´2

min

␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

ff

,

with probability at least 1 ´ 3δe.

Step 4. Induction on Q. Apply Lemma E.5 to Lemma E.2, we see that

ÿ

ℓ‰ℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
q

p1q

ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď
C7kpk ´ 1q

?
N

`
ÿ

ℓ‰ℓ1

|q̌ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1 | . (H.3)

with probability at least 1 ´ k2 expp´C5q ď 1 ´ δe. Note that, we can apply Proposition 4.2 to the

right hand side of (H.3), and obtain

ÿ

ℓ‰ℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
q

p1q

ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď
C7kpk ´ 1q

?
N

`
ÿ

ℓ‰ℓ1

κ
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
q

p0q

ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
, (H.4)

with probability at least 1´δe. Noting that N is selected large enough such that the right hand side

of (H.4) is bounded by rq. Hence repeat the above steps to analyze the distance of Θp2q “ MnpΘp1qq

to Θ‹. Then, we repeat the above steps for L´ 2 more times, we arrive at

ÿ

ℓ‰ℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
q

pLq

ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď

1

1 ´ κ

C7kpk ´ 1q
?
N

`
ÿ

ℓ‰ℓ1

κL
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
q

p0q

ℓℓ1 ´ q‹
ℓℓ1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
,

with probability at least 1 ´ δe.
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H.1 Proof of Corollary 4.6

Proof of Corollary 4.6. Since

L ě
log ϵt ´ log 4r0

logpC3c
´2
Ψ κq

,

and under the assumptions of Corollary 4.6, it follows that

max
i,ℓ

}θ
ℓpLq

i¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ď
1

2
ϵt,

with probability at least 1 ´ 2δe. This implies that

}θ
ℓpLq

ij ´ θℓ‹ij }2 ě }θℓ‹ij }2 ´
1

2
ϵt,

with probability at least 1 ´ 2δe. Note that if }θℓ‹ij } ‰ 0, namely pj, iq P Eℓ, then }θℓ‹ij } ě p3{2qϵt by

construction of ϵt. Therefore, for every pj, iq P Eℓ, then

}θ
ℓpLq

ij }2 ě ϵt,

with probability at least 1 ´ 2δe. Hence, pj, iq P Êℓ with probability at least 1 ´ 2δe. In contrast,

for every pj, iq R Eℓ

}θ
ℓpLq

ij }2 ď
1

2
ϵt,

with probability at least 1 ´ 2δe.

H.2 Proof of Lemma H.1

Lemma H.1. Assume Assumption 2, 3, 5, 8– 10 hold and let C1, . . . , C6 to be some universal con-

stants. Suppose that Zp0q is sampled from the stationary distribution. Define Θ̌ “ argmax
Θ̃PΩ

LpΘ̃ |

Θq and θ̌ℓi¨ “ pθ̌ℓJi1 , . . . , θ̌
ℓJ
ip q for i “ 1, . . . , p. Let

sup
tPr0,1s

max
i,j

|gjpXiptqq| ď B, sup
tPr0,1s

max
i,j

| 9gjpXiptqq| ď D,

for some absolute constants B,D ą 0. Suppose that N Á
␣

m4plog pq3 _m5{2s5{2
(

, maxi |||X̂i ´

Xi||| “ δ1 ď cΨp4BDmq´1 and

λ ě C1

?
mmax

#

`

1 ´ ζπ2min

˘r´1
,
?
msδ1,

c

m log p

N

+

_
C2
?
s
max
i,ℓ

}θ̌ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }

Then, we have

max
i,ℓ

}θ̂ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ď C3c
´2
Ψ κmax

i,ℓ
}θℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 `C4

"

m
?
s log p

?
N

`msδ1 `
?
ms

`

1 ´ ζ2π2min

˘r´1
*

,

with probability at least 1 ´ 2kmaxtN expp´C5ms log pq, expp´C6m log pqu.
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Proof of Lemma H.1. Define Cj for j “ 0, . . . , 9 be some universal constants. Before the start, we

define a quantity

δe0 “ max tN expp´C0ms log pq, 6 expp´C1m log pqu . (H.5)

Step 1. The deviation bound and restricted eigenvalue. To apply Lemma 4.3, we want to check

Assumption 6 holds. Note that since δ1 ď cΨp4BDmq´1, then by Lemma H.3, we have

max
j
σminpK̂Ψj q ě

cΨ
2
, max

j
σmaxpK̂Ψj q ď 2c´1

Ψ . (H.6)

This implies that

max
j

σmaxpK̂Ψj q

σminpK̂Ψj q
ď 4c´2

Ψ . (H.7)

With the above result and under the sample size assumption that N Á tm4plog pq3 _m5{2s5{2u, we

can apply Lemma G.1. Then, it follows that Assumption 6 holds with probability at least 1 ´ δe0 .

Next, to verify Assumption 7, we want to show that each of the term }∆w}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
, }∆ε}8,K̂˚

Ψ
,

}θ‹∆Ψ}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
is well controlled. Lemma E.3 implies that

}∆w}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
ď C

?
m
␣

1 ´ ζπ2min

(r´1
.

Lemma E.4 implies that

}θ‹∆Ψ}
8,K̂˚

Ψ
ď

4

cΨ
}θ‹}2BDmδ1

?
s.

Lastly, Lemma F.1, implies that

}∆ε}8,K̂˚
Ψ

ď
C

?
mBpσ ` ρq

cΨ

c

m log p

N
,

with probability at least 1 ´ δe0 . Therefore, we can choose

QpN, p, s,m, r, δ1q “ C2

?
mmax

#

`

1 ´ ζπ2min

˘r´1
,
?
msδ1,

c

m log p

N

+

.

Note that Q becomes small if we (i) increase r, (ii) have small enough δ1, which is the error of the

nonparametric regression and depends on the sample size N , and (iii) have large enough sample

size N . We can then conclude that Q is well controlled.

Step 2. Selecting λ. With the results in the previous step, we are able to select λ as

λ ě
?
mmax

#

C2

`

1 ´ ζπ2min

˘r´1
,
?
msC2δ1, C2

c

m log p

N
,
C3

?
ms

max
i,ℓ

}θ̌ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }

+

,

where C2, C3 ą 0 are some universal constants. Apply Lemma 4.3 and (H.6) , we have

}θ̂ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ď
4c´1

Ψ

α

´

10λ
?
s` }θ̌ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2

¯

, (H.8)
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with probability at least 1´2δe0 and α “ 2´1σmin

´

E
”

N´1
řN
n“1 ŵΘ,ℓptnqΨptnqΨptnqJ

ı¯

. Take the

maximum over i “ 1, . . . , p, then

max
i,ℓ

}θ̂ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ď
4c´1

Ψ

α

ˆ

10λ
?
s` max

i,ℓ
}θ̌ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2

˙

,

with probability at least 1 ´ 2pkδe0 .

Step 3. Combining results. By definition of λ, we can bound the term 10λ
?
s as

10λ
?
s ď max

#

C4

?
msp1 ´ ζπ2minqr´1, C4msδ1, C4m

c

s log p

N
,C5max

i,ℓ
}θ̌ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }

+

.

Therefore, plug the above equation to (H.8), we can conclude that

max
i,ℓ

}θ̂ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2

ď
4c´1

Ψ

α

#

C4

˜

?
msp1 ´ ζπ2minqr´1,`msδ1 `m

c

s log p

N

¸

` pC5 ` 1qmax
i,ℓ

}θ̌ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2

+

,

with probability at least 1 ´ 2pkδe0 .

Apply Lemma 4.2 and under Assumption 10, we can further obtain

max
i,ℓ

}θ̂ℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 ď C6c
´2
Ψ κmax

i,ℓ
}θℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }2 `C7

"

m
?
s log p

?
N

`msδ1 `
?
ms

`

1 ´ ζ2π2min

˘r´1
*

,

with probability at least 1 ´ 2kmaxtN expp´C8ms log pq, expp´C9m log pqu.

H.3 Proof of Lemma H.2

Lemma H.2. Under Assumption 2, 3, 5, 8– 10. Suppose that Zp0q is sampled from the stationary

distribution. Suppose that N Á
␣

m4plog pq3 _m5{2s5{2
(

, maxi |||X̂i´Xi||| “ δ1 ď cΨp4BDmq´1 and

C0, . . . , C2 ą 0 be some constants. If
ř

i,j }θℓij ´ θℓ‹ij }22 ď r20 for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k, we have

ˇ

ˇσ̂2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ ď
C0c

´2
Ψ msr20?
N

` C1kζ
´8π´2

min

␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

`
ˇ

ˇσ̌2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ ,

with probability at least 1 ´Npk expp´C2q.

Proof of Lemma H.2. We want to verify that there exist a valid constant c0 such that Rn,ℓ, R̂n,ℓ
defined in (E.9) satisfy Rn,ℓ, R̂n,ℓ ď c20p for ℓ “ 1, . . . , k and n “ 1, . . . , N . Then, we can apply

Lemma E.1. It suffices to show that

max
i,n,ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j

θℓijΨjptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď c0;

max
i,n,ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j

θℓijΨ̂jptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď c0.
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Note that we can decompose

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j

θℓijΨjptnq “ εn,i ´ εn´1,i ` ρn,i ´
ÿ

j

pθℓij ´ θℓ‹ij qΨjptnq.

The first two variables are independent centered Gaussian random variables with variance 2σ‹2.

The third variable is ρn,i is the bias induced by approximation and is bounded by ρ. Under the

assumptions, (H.7) holds. Hence, we can upper bound the last term of the above equation using

Hölder inequality as
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

j

pθℓij ´ θℓ‹ij qΨjptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď }θℓi¨ ´ θℓ‹i¨ }1}Ψjptnq}8 ď 20c´2
Ψ

?
msr0B,

where the last inequality follows from plugging (H.7) into (E.12). Similarly, we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

j

pθℓij ´ θℓ‹ij qΨ̂jptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 20c´2
Ψ

?
msr0B.

Then, there exist a valid finite constant c0 “ C1σ
‹`ρ`20c´2

Ψ

?
msr0B for some universally constant

C1 such that

P

˜ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j

θℓijΨjptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ă c0

¸

ě expp´C2q;

P

˜ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j

θℓijΨ̂jptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ă c0

¸

ě expp´C2q.

Applying the union bound over all ℓ, i, n, we have

P

˜

max
i,n,ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j

θℓijΨjptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ą c0

¸

ď 1 ´Npk expp´C2q;

P

˜

max
i,n,ℓ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Yn,i ´ Yn´1,i ´
ÿ

j

θℓijΨ̂jptnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ą c0

¸

ď 1 ´Npk expp´C2q.

Along with this piece of result and Lemma E.6, we can apply Lemma E.1 and arrive at

ˇ

ˇσ̂2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ ď
C0

?
skc´1

Ψ

NBD
?
m

`
pσ‹q

2
` ρ2 ` c´2

Ψ msr20B
2

?
N

` C1kζ
´8π´2

min

␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

`
ˇ

ˇσ̌2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ ,

with probability at least 1 ´ Npk expp´C2q. Note that the second term of the above equation

dominates the first term, and hence we can simplify the above results as

ˇ

ˇσ̂2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ ď
C0c

´2
Ψ msr20?
N

` C1kζ
´8π´2

min

␣

1 ´ pζπminq2
(r´1

`
ˇ

ˇσ̌2 ´ σ‹2
ˇ

ˇ , (H.9)

where C0 is a constant that depends on σ‹, ρ, B.
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Lemma H.3 (Adapted from Lemma 3 in Chen et al. (2017)). Suppose that Assumption 10 holds,

and maxi |||X̂i ´ Xi||| “ maxit
ş1
0pX̂iptq ´ Xiptqq2dtu1{2 “ δ1. Assume that |gjpXiptqq| ď B and

|g1
jpXiptqq| ď D for i “ 1, . . . , p and j “ 1, . . . ,m and t P r0, 1s. Then,

cΨ ´ 2BDmδ1 ď σmin

´

K̂Ψj

¯

ď σmax

´

K̂Ψj

¯

ď c´1
Ψ ` 2BDmδ1.

I Useful Lemmas

Lemma I.1 (Lemma 5 in Wong et al. (2020)). Let X be a random variable. Then the following

statements are equivalent for every γ ą 0. The constants K1, K2, K3 differ from each other at

most by a constant depending only on γ.

1. The tails of X satisfy

P p|X| ą tq ď 2 expt´pt{K1qγu, t ě 0.

2. The moments of X satisfy

}X}p :“ pE|X|pq
1{p

ď K2p
1{γ , p ě minp1, γq.

3. The moment generating function of |X|γ is finite:

E rexp p|X| {K3q
γ
s ď 2.

Lemma I.2 (Adapted from Lemma 13 in Wong et al. (2020) and Theorem 1 in Merlevède et al.

(2011)). Let tXnunPN be a strictly stationary sequence of zero mean random variables that are

sub-Weibull(γ2) with sub-Weibull norm K. Suppose that tXnunPN is β-mixing with coefficients

satisfying βpnq ď 2 expp´cnγ1q. Let SN “
řN
n“1Xn and define 1{γ “ 1{γ1 ` 1{γ2. Assume γ ă 1.

Then for N ą 4 and any t ą 1{N ,

P
`ˇ

ˇN´1SN
ˇ

ˇ ą t
˘

ď N exp

ˆ

´
ptNqγ

KγC1

˙

` exp

ˆ

´
t2N

K2C2

˙

,

where the constants C1, C2 depend only on γ1, γ2 and c.

Definition 16. For every γ ą 0, the sub-Weibull norm is defined as

}X}ψγ :“ sup
pě1

pE|X|pq1{pp´1{γ .

Lemma I.3. Let X be a sub-Weibull(α) random variable and Y be a sub-Weibull(β) random

variable. Let 1{γ “ 1{α ` 1{β. Then XY is a sub-Weibull(γ) random variable with sub-Weibull

norm bounded by

}XY }ψγ ď

ˆ

α ` β

β

˙
1
α
ˆ

α ` β

α

˙
1
β

}X}ψα}Y }ψβ
.
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Proof. First, by Hölder inequality, we have

E|XY |p ď

´

E|X|
pα
γ

¯

γ
α
´

E|Y |
pβ
γ

¯

γ
β
.

By taking root-p on both side, we obtain the inequality

}XY }p ď }X}pα
γ

}Y }
pβ
γ
.

By definition of the sub-Weibull norm, we can further bound the above term as

}XY }p ď }X}ψα

ˆ

α

γ

˙
1
α

p
1
α }Y }ψβ

ˆ

β

γ

˙
1
β

p
1
β “ p

1
γ

ˆ

α ` β

β

˙
1
α
ˆ

α ` β

α

˙
1
β

}X}ψα}Y }ψβ
.

Hence

}XY }ψγ “ sup
pě1

p
´ 1

γ }XY }p ď

ˆ

α ` β

β

˙
1
α
ˆ

α ` β

α

˙
1
β

}X}ψα}Y }ψβ
.

Lemma I.4. Let X be a sub-Weibull(γ) random variable, we have

}EX}ψγ ď }X}ψγ

Proof of Lemma I.4. Write

}EX}ψγ ď |EX|

“ }X}1

ď }X}ψγ .

Lemma I.5 (Theorem 5.1 in Bradley (2005)). Suppose that An, Bn for n P N are σ-fields, The

σ-fields σptAn,Bnuq for n P N are independent.Then,

β pσptAn : n P Nuq, σptBn : n P Nuqq ď
ÿ

nPN
βpAn,Bnq.

Lemma I.6 (Measurable Mapping of Stationary Process). Let pX ,BpX qq and pY,BpYqq be two

measurable spaces and Bp¨q denotes the Borel σ-field. Let pXt P X qtě0 be a strictly stationary

process and g : X Ñ Y be a Borel measurable function. Then, pgpXtq P Yqtě0 is strictly stationary.

Proof of Lemma I.6. A stochastic process is called strictly stationary if for any finite set of random

variables, Xt1 , . . . , Xtk , from the stochastic process, the following equation is satisfied

pXt1 , . . . , Xtkq
d
“ pXt1`τ , . . . , Xtk`τ q, for all τ P R.

That is, the joint distribution of any finite set of random variables are invariant to times shifts.
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Let Yt “ gpXtq and write

P pYt1 P B1, . . . , Ytk P Bkq “ P pXt1 P g´1pB1q, . . . , Xtk P g´1pBkqq

“ P pXt1`τ P g´1pB1q, . . . , Xtk`τ P g´1pBkqq

“ P pYt1`τ P B1, . . . , Ytk`τ P Bkq.

Therefore, we complete the proof.

Lemma I.7 (Strictly Stationary Markov Process). Suppose that pXt P X qtě0 is a time-homogeneous

Markov process with stationary distribution π. Let x0 be the initial point sampled from the stationary

distribution π. Then, the stochastic process pXtqtě0 with X0 “ x0 is a strictly stationary process.

Additionally, let g : X Ñ Y be a Borel measurable function. Define the stochastic process pYnqnPN
as Yn “

ştn
tn´1

gpXuqdu, where tn ´ tn´1 “ h for some fixed h ą 0 and n P N. Then, pYnqnPN is a

strictly stationary process.

Proof of Lemma I.7. To show the first statement, we use the Markov property. Without the loss

of generality, assume t1 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď tk. Then,

P pXt1 , . . . , Xtkq “ P pXtk | Xtk´1
qP pXtk´1

| Xtk´2
q ¨ ¨ ¨P pXt2 | Xt1qP pXt1q

“ P pXtk`τ | Xtk´1`τ
qP pXtk´1`τ | Xtk´2`τ q ¨ ¨ ¨P pXt2`τ | Xt1`τ qP pXt1q.

Since P pX0q“π, we have P pXt1q“P pXt1`τ q“π, therefore we can write the above term as

“ P pXtk`τ | Xtk´1`τ
qP pXtk´1`τ | Xtk´2`τ q ¨ ¨ ¨P pXt2`τ | Xt1`τ qP pXt1`τ q

“ P pXt1`τ , . . . , Xtk`τ q.

To show the second statement, we first condition on Xt0 “ x and write

P pY1, . . . , Yk | Xt0 “ xq “ P

˜

ż t1

t0

Xudu, . . . ,

ż tk

tk´1

Xudu

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Xt0 “ x

¸

.

Apply the time-homogeneous Markov property, we can write the above term as

“ P

˜

ż ts`1

ts

Xudu, . . . ,

ż ts`k

ts`k´1

Xudu

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

Xts “ x

¸

“ P pYs`1, . . . , Ys`k | Xts “ xq

Since P pXt0q “ P pXtsq, we can write

P pY1, . . . , Yk | Xt0qP pXt0q “ P pYs`1, . . . , Ys`k | XtsqP pXtsq.

Marginalize both side, we obtain

P pY1, . . . , Ykq “ P pYs`1, . . . , Ys`kq.
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Lemma I.8 (Lemma 12 in Loh and Wainwright (2012)). Denote the set Kpsq “ tv P Rp : }v}0 ď

s, }v}2 ď 1u. Let A P Rpˆp be a fixed matrix, δ ą 0 be the tolerance. Suppose that

ˇ

ˇνJAν
ˇ

ˇ ď δ @ν P Kp2sq.

Then
ˇ

ˇνJAν
ˇ

ˇ ď 27δ
`

}ν}22 ` s´1}ν}21

˘

.

J Details about data generation process

In this section, we provide details about the data generation process.

J.1 Details of data generation process

The parameters of (5.1)–(5.2) are discussed in below. In state ℓ “ 1, for each i “ 1, . . . 10, we have

the following parameter:

θ1‹
11 “ p1.2, 0.3,´0.6q, θ1‹

12 “ p0.1, 0.2, 0.2q;

θ1‹
21 “ p´2.0, 0.0, 0.4q, θ1‹

22 “ p0.5, 0.2,´0.3q;

θ1‹
33 “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.0q, θ1‹

34 “ p´0.3, 0.4, 0.1q;

θ1‹
43 “ p0.2,´0.1,´0.2q, θ1‹

44 “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.0q;

θ1‹
55 “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.0q, θ1‹

56 “ p0.1, 0.0,´0.8q;

θ1‹
65 “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.5q, θ1‹

66 “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.0q.

For the remaining parameters, we have θ1‹
ij “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.0q. The graph associated with state ℓ “ 1

in presented in Figure 7. In the second state ℓ “ 2, we have

θ2‹
55 “ p1.2, 0.3,´0.6q, θ2‹

56 “ p0.1, 0.2, 0.2q;

θ2‹
65 “ p´2.0, 0.0, 0.4q, θ2‹

66 “ p0.5, 0.2,´0.3q;

θ2‹
77 “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.0q, θ2‹

78 “ p´0.3, 0.4, 0.1q;

θ2‹
87 “ p0.2,´0.1,´0.2q, θ2‹

88 “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.0q;

θ2‹
99 “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.0q, θ2‹

910 “ p0.1, 0.0,´0.8q;

θ2‹
10 “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.5q, θ2‹

1010 “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.0q.

For the remaining parameters, we have θ2‹
ij “ p0.0, 0.0, 0.0q. The graph associated with state ℓ “ 1

in presented in Figure 8. Given the initial state Xp0q and Q‹ stated in Section 5, the simulated

trajectories are presented in Figure 9.
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Figure 7: The graph associated with state ℓ “ 1 has self-loops on nodesX1 andX2, and bidirectional

edge between nodes X1 and X2, X3 and X4, X5 and X6.
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Figure 8: The graph associated with state ℓ “ 2 has self-loops on nodesX5 andX6, and bidirectional

edge between nodes X5 and X6, X7 and X8, X9 and X10.
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Figure 9: The simulated trajectories associated with the data generation process 1 defined in (5.1)–

(5.2) and parameters defined in Section J.1. The blue solid lines denote Xiptq for i “ 1, . . . , 10, the

black dots denote the discrete noisy observations of Yn,i for i “ 1, . . . , 10 and n “ 1, . . . , N , and

the grey dashed lines denote the time that the hidden Markov chain Zptq switches states.
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Figure 10: The graph of state 1 of the data generation process 2.
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Figure 11: The graph of state 2 of the data generation process 2.
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Figure 12: The simulated trajectories associated with the data generation process 2 defined in (5.3)–

(5.7) and parameters defined in Section J.1. We plot the first half of the session T “ r0, 20s of the

entire session T “ r0, 40s and the first 10 nodes of the entire set of nodes p “ 20. The blue solid

lines denote Xiptq, the black dots denote the discrete noisy observations of Yn,i for i “ 1, . . . , 10

and n “ 1, . . . , N{2, and the grey dashed lines denote the time that the hidden Markov chain Zptq

switches states.
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